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_ Tue case or Rovrext v. Warre continues to attract 
' public attention towards the New Land Transfer Act. 
This journal, immediately after the trial at Guildford, 
was the first to point out what would have been the 
ee consequences if the Act had come into opera- 
‘ a few years earlier, or if Roupell had commenced 
| his career of crime a few years later, and had availed 
“himself, as no doubt he would, of its convenient 
hinery for the perfect perpetration of fraud. We 

ed that if he had done so, it was not “ certain that 

y amount of connivance at the fraud, on the of 
aser, would in such a case invalidate the title 

e purchaser’s hands;” and also, “ that if Roupell 

aself, or the defendant, had obtained registration of 

“the land in question,” the title would have been unim- 
‘peachable. Another legal journal, although it had not 
"eyes to see the importance of the case as an illustration 
* indefeasible title ” until we called attention to the 
“gubject, has since endeavoured to make amends for its 
1 findness by a piece of hypercriticism of the most 
“jejune character, unless indeed it be attributable to the 
ne cause which originally saw nothing worth even a 
“passing comment in the case itself. We now repeat in 
Hort what we then suggested, and we fearlessly appeal 
the provisions of the Act as our authority. We say 

t if Roupell had agreed to sell the land to Waite, 

to procure a registered title (which is the form of 

t now common in Ireland), it is by no means 

in that Waite’s title as a purchaser could be im- 

_ peached, even though he had shut his eyes to some 
“suspicious circumstances, which he would probably 
Dave inquired into if he had himself investigated the 
le; and it would make no difference in this respect 
it were pest of the contract that the purchaser 
ould bear the expense of putting the land on the 
zister, as we believe is sometimes the case in Ireland. 
ur hypercritical commentator, however, tells us what 
knew perfectly well, long before he went to the 
uble of “ getting up” the Act for the occasion, that 
Roupell could not have registered under it with an 
lefeasible title in his own favour.” Our readers will 
amused at the notion of this piece of wiseacreism 
; ing advanced as a discovery, just as we are at seeing 
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ofiered as a comment upon what we had written. Of 
arse we were speaking of the facts which were then 

i are still fresh in the minds of our readers—a sale 

by Roupell—and did not for a moment contemplate 
‘much a state of things as Roupell seeking registration 
for its own sake, and without any view to ready money. 
it even if Waite had himself originally cbtained the 
tration of his title, after the conveyance to him as 

aser, we are by no means certain that he could not 

er the provisions of the 20th section) have the 

‘Rext day conferred upon a purchaser from him an inde- 
“Feasible title as against all the world; although, but 
' for the register, his title might possibly be invalidated 
4 the o tion of constructive notice, and as a matter 
| OF fact, fe might have become aware that his vendor 
‘ been guilty of fraud. We need hardly say 
‘That the case put here is entirely supposititious as 
Mr. Waite, who was unquestionably a mere 
‘Yietim throughout, and no doubt exercised all the 
« which might be expected from a prudent 
and honourable man. The 20th section provides 
toy the person named in the record of title “shall, 
for the purposes of any sale, mortgage, or contract for 
Yaluable consideration” by him, be absolutely and in- 
‘defeasibly possessed of, and entitled to, such estates, &c. ; 
‘and the 63rd section enables a conveyance to be made 
by a short statutory form, or by a mere endorsement on 





the certificate, while a charge can be created by merely 
depositing it ; so that there is little room for doubt that 
Roupell himself could have conferred an absolute and 
indefeasible title either by conveyance or charge, for valu- 
able consideration, even after he e aware of in- 
tended proceedings against him. It is therefore puerile 
to talk about the Court retaining its jurisdiction in 
cases of fraud as applying to such a case as Roupell’s, 
where, if even he became the registered owner, he 
would beyond all question have made money of his 
position at the earliest possible moment, especially when, 
as we have seen, the 63rd section of the Act gave him 
such admirable facilities for doing so. We admit that if 
he remained quiescent all the time until. the dis- 
covery of his frauds—if he neither sold nor charged the 
property—a court of equity would have the power to 
exercise its ces f jurisdiction to set aside what had 
been done by fraud. To sup any other state of the 
law would be an absurdity. But what we do doubt is, 
that the Court would have any jurisdiction as against 
any purchaser or mortgagee for valuable consideration, 
even although he might have been aware of some cir- 
cumstances affecting the title before it was “recorded,” 
which of themselves would, but for the register, have 
been sufficient to have raised an implication ot notice 
such as the Court would seize hold of to invalidate the 
title in an ordinary purchaser? The question is, could 
not Roupell, if he were the registered owner, have 
made an indefeasible title to any purchaser or re 
for value at any moment after registration, even 

not only Roupell but also the purchaser or mo 
himself knew that proceedings were about being insti- 
tuted in respect of frauds by which it was alleged 
the title had been made out? We modestly asserted 
that we were not certain of the Court's jurisdiction to 
invalidate the title in the hands of such a purchaser or 
mortgagee, and, notwithstanding the very deliberate but 
forced criticism which our observations have called forth, 
we still remain of the same mind, only with a shade of 
conviction stronger in favour of our doubt. We are glad 
to find, however, that the question which we thus 
mooted has given rise to inquiry not only among the 
gone public but also among that industrious class of 
awyers who read Acts of Parliament in the vacation 
and avail themselves of the favourable opportunity 
which then offers itself for the cultivation of their 
critical powers and the discovery of statutory mares’ 
nests. 


Howex Dua, as the celebrated Cambrian lawgiver 
was called, at a recent tria] at Chester, or Hywel Dda as 
a true British Celt would prefer to call him, ought not to 
be presented to English lawyers without some attempt at 
an introduction. We failed in this duty when (a fortnight 
or three weeks ago) we noticed the case in question, only 
for the purpose of expressing our doubt that the Code of 
the good Hywel was still operative, despite an English 
Act of Parliament, and we now beg to make the amende 
honorable. Hywell then, it appears, was born about 
the close of the ninth century, and was Prince over a 
province of South Wales. It is said that he subse- 
quently exercised at least nominal sovereignty over the 
whole of both North and South Wales. But we are 
only concerned with him in his character of the Welch 
Solon, and on this subject Mr. J. H. Parry, in his 
‘‘ Cambrian Plutarch,” informs us that Hywel was some- 
what indebted for his learning and fame to a visit which 
he paid to Rome, a.p. 926, “ with a desire of ascertain- 
ing the particular laws that were in force in Britain, 
while it was under the sway of the Roman Emperors.” 
It seems, however, that he made but little direct use of 
the Roman Code in the system of law which he after- 
wards promulgated for the government of his subjects, 
and which he enacted with the assistance of a conven- 
tion or council at Whitland Abbey, where it is said that 
St. David had received his education. Mr. Parry de- 
scribes in detail the preliminary solemnities of the 
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famous session of this council at which the general fea- 
tures of the code were discussed, and proceeds to men- 
tion how the work was executed under the superinten- 
dence of the Welch Justinian :— 

‘“* Hywel gave directions,” he says, “that twelve of 
the most experienced individuals should be set apart 
from the number present, in order that, with the assist- 
ance of Blegwryd, Chancellor of Llandav, and the most 
distinguished scholar and lawyer of that age, they should 
proceed to a revision of the ancient laws of Wales, so 
that such only might be retained as were conducive to 
good government, and applicable to the particular cha- 
racter of the times. Blegwryd and his associates entered 
immediately on the task, and after a careful and labo- 
rious research, concurred, according to the testimony of 
Caradog, in selecting the laws of Dyverwal Moelmud as 
the foundation of the new Code. These were accord- 
ingly reduced to a systematic form, and, with appro- 
priate illustrations, submitted to the judgment of the 
national convention, by whom they were finally adopted, 
with such additions and alterations as the c es of 
manners and circumstances had made necessary. When 
this was done, the new laws received the sanction of 
Hywel, who, in order that the occasion might not want 
its full measure of ceremonialfsolemnity, directed, that 
‘the malediction of God, of that assembly, and of all 
Wales, should be invoked against all such as should 
violate them, as well as against those by whom they 
might be corruptly administered.’ Thus were these 
famous institutes established by the national vote, with 
the consent of the sovereign, according to the ancient 
usage of Wales.” 

Considering the solemn ceremonial which inaugurated 
this celebrated Code, and the anathema maranatha with 
which it was sealed and delivered to the ancient Cymry, 
it is no wonder that even now their descendants should 
fear to acknowledge the superior force of a Saxon Act 
of Parliament. 


Tue action or Carroll (Administratriz) v. The 
British Prudential Assurance Company, tried at Liver- 
1 on the 2nd instant, gave rise to a curious question 
under the 14 Geo. 3, c. 48. The second section of this 
Act runs as follows:—‘ That it shall not be lawful to 
make any policy or policies on the life or lives of any 
person or persons, or other event or events, without 
inserting in such policy or policies the person or persons, 
name or names interested therein, or for whose use, 
benefit, or on whose account, such policy is so made or 
underwrote.” It has long ago been settled that the 
interest of a trustee is sufficient for the purposes of 
the Act, so that a trustee may effect an insurance in 
his own name on the life of his cestui gue trust. Apart, 
however, from the liberal interpretation on this point, 
the Act must be rigidly followed, otherwise the policy 
(unless effected on ‘ships, goods, or merchandises’’) 
will be void. In the action above mentioned the de- 
ceased had insured his life for the protection of a 
creditor named Duggan, who, on the policy falling in, 
was to retain his own debt and to pay over the rest 
to the representatives of the deceased. Subsequently, 
however, the policy became vitiated and a new one 
was procured, which, in form, was on absolutely 
to Duggan. The company resisted the payment of 
the money, on the ground that the policy was for 
Duggan’s own benefit, and that his name ought to 
have been inserted. Unfortunately the action was 
compromised, and a verdict was taken for £200 instead 
of £300; but the question of law, if decided, would 
have been of considerable importance, and it may form 
an interesting subject of discussion in legal debating 
societies, The cases — on the section will be 
found collected in Bunyon’s Law of Life Assurance. 


Tue REMOVAL or A supGE by address to the Crown 
is a thing read of in books but unprecedented in fact, and 
we almost tremble at the audacity of a new-born colony, 
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in venturing to exercise a power which the Imperial — 





Parliament of England has so long allowed to remain 
dormant. Our readers will probably have learnt from 
the daily press that the South Australian Houses of 
Parliament have addressed the Imperial Government, 
praying it to remove Judge Boothby, on the ground of 
his having mistaken the law. The statute 1 Geo. 3, 
c. 23 (not 5 Geo. 2, c. 23, as erroneously stated in 
some of the papers), confirms the provisions of the 
12 & 13 Will. 3, and enacts that “ the commissions 
of judges for the time being shall be, continue, 
and remain in full force during their poet beha- 
viour, notwithstanding the demise of his Majesty 
(whom God long preserve) or of any of his hei 

and successors; any law, usage, or Fring to the 
contrary notwithstanding. Provided always, and be i 

&c., that it may be lawful for his Majesty, his heirs, 


successors, to remove any judge or ju upon the 
address of both Houses of Parliament.” It appean 
that the above proviso for the removal of judges hag 
never been acted upon, and the address of t ouseg 


was referred to the law officers of the Crown. They ar 
of opinion that Mr. Boothby has in some instances been 
wrong in law, but that the addresses are irregular, be 
cause at the time of making them the Houses were not, 
as yet, strictly a lawful Parliament. They consider that 
under these circumstances the Crown would not be well 
advised in acceding to the prayer of the addresses ; and 
we presume therefore that Mr. Boothby will retain hig 
post. 

Tue “ TIcKET-oF-LEAVE ” system is combated by “A 
Barrister” in the Times with an earnestness which is 
beyond all question, and an evident knowledge of the 
subject which adds considerable force to his arguments, 
There can be no doubt that the present system must be 
reformed in toto; and the only question is, how and 
where to begin? It appears that a ticket-of-leave man 
may be sent back to prison without trial if he associates 
with bad characters or leads an idle and dissolute life, 
with no visible means of obtaining a livelihood. The 
mischief appears to be in the working; the police do 
not seem to know what has become of an ex-prisoner 
till he turns up at some police court aecused of robbery 
or murder. We think it should be made obligatory on 
every ticket-of-leave man to present himself at v 
short intervals before some constituted officer, and, & 
the meantime, to keep the authorities of his district in- 
formed of his address and means of living. If the 
police have not time to attend to such details, pro 

rsons should be appointed on purpose ; and if ( 

owever, we cannot believe) expense stand in the 
of such an arrangement, the rogues should all be 
close in prison rather than that one honest man’s 
should be endangered by their being set at liberty. 


A casE was TRIED at the Sheriff’s Court recently be 
fore Mr. Kerr, in which the plaintiff, a jeweller, sought 
to recover from the defendant, a dealer in jewellery at 
the mart in Houndsditch, damages for a breach of con- 
tract on the sale of some articles of jewellery. The 
plaintiff stated that he purchased some silver bracelet 
clasps of the defendant, and upon reaching home they 
were tested, and it was then discovered that they were 
not equal to the representations made by the defendant, 
The defendant said he sold the goods as he recei 
them, but they might be as the plaintiff had stated. He 
argued, however, that the plaintiff was not in a position 
to recover, insomuch as the dealing had taken place 
upon a Sunday, and was therefore void under the 
Lord’s Day Act. The plaintiff stated that diamonds 
and jewellery to the value of some thousands 
of pounds were sold at the mart on a Sunday, 
and the mart was attended by persons of the 
respectability and the largest dealers. Mr. Kerr was of 
opinion, on looking at the Act, which was in the 
reign of Charles the Second, that the defendant was 
right, and held that the law was against the plaintiff. 
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THe. TRUsTEBs OF THE British Musewm haye an 

duty to discharge, and many generations 
might have to lament a want of firmness in the protec- 
tion of the property entrusted to their care. Ina recent 
ease at the Middlesex sessions a man of respectable 
ap was sentenced to eighteen months’ imprison- 
ment for stealing books from the British Museum. It is 
curious to see how far the spirit of advocacy will some- 
times a counsel for the defence, Although the 
books had been retained for a long time without an 
apparent intention of returning them, and although 
there was no attempt to show that they were taken in 
ignorance of the rules of the library, the learned 
counsel for the defence maintained that they were bor- 
rowed and not stolen, and called upon the jury with 
apparent confidence to pronounce a verdict of ac- 
quittal. The pry, however, took a different view of the 
case, and with every wish to allow the prisoner the 
benefit of any posi e doubt, we scarcely see how they 
could have arrived at a different conclusion. 


Mr. Commissioner Govisvurn should have given us 
notice of his intention to make a joke before we wrote 
our article on “ Forensic Fun.” If we had been aware 
of his design we should certainly have put off that arti- 
cle for a week, with the express object of including the 
worthy commissioner's contribution. In a recent case in 
which Mr. George Francis, as counsel, had to urge his views 
yan ty | the interpretation of a statute, his Honour 
declared to Mr. Francis that it was “ of no more use to 
address him than to try to open an oyster with a rolling- 
pin.” We cannot help asking the question, why should 
the commissioner address Mr. Francis at all, when Mr. 
Francis was there to address the commissioner? The 
judicial function is to lay down the law, not to teach it; 
and very few judgments would be pronounced if the 
Court waited to convince the counsel on both sides before 
deciding on the merits of the question. Temper above 
ali things is nece to the impartial administration 
of panes and the semi-physical argument of anger 
will generally, whether rightly or not, be taken to be 
a cloak and disguise put on to hide the intellectual 
nakedness of the wearer. 


Tue. Merrorouitan anv Provincia Law Asso- 
ciation will hold their next annual provincial 
meeting, on Tuesday, 7th October, at Birmingham, 
A very numerous attendance of members is expected. 
Papers on subjects of interest to the profession 
will be read by Mr. Ryland, Mr, George James 
Johuson, and Mr. C. T, Saunders, of Birmingham ; 
by Mr. Monckton, of London; Mr. C. A. Smith, 
of Greenwich; and Mr. John Turner, of London, 
Any tleman desiring to read a paper at the meeting 
should inform the secretary of its title four weeks, and 
deliver the to the secretary one week, prior to the 
meeting. The tg, J meeting of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association, which is to be held at Birming- 
ham on Wednesday, the 8th October, will lend addi- 
tional interest to the proceedings of the Association. 


THE TOBACCO DUTIES seem to be rising, as a public 
uestion, to a position of importance almost equal to 
that assumed by the duties on wine a short time ago, 
Considerable advantage has resulted from the discussion 
of the latter subject, and as dulce est desipere in loco, 
perhaps we may venture in vacation time to make a 
passing allusion to the former. Indeed, at any time we 
ought not to consider a topic beneath opr notice which 
has been esteemed worthy of the special attention of the 
Legislature, Under the 3 & 4 Vict. ¢. 18, s, 13, the 
ex tion of certain tobaccos containing the stalk is 
strictly prohibited, and every manufacturer making 
such tebaccos, or having them in his custody for expor- 
tation, is subject to a fine of £200, and is liable to have 
is tobacco seized by the officers of excise or customs. 

is stated that bird’s-cye tobacco, which contains the 
cuttings of the midrib and veitis interfiiixed with the 
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fibrous portions of the leaf, is habitually mistaken by 
the officers for the contraband article, and shares the 
same fate as if it actually contained the prohibited stalk. 
The result is that the exportation of this valuable manau- 
facture is practically prohibited, while the very inferior 
kind alll chan tobacco may be freely sent abroad, and 
has the advantage of a drawback. The manufacturers 
allege that this arbitrary provision them at a 
great disadvantage in competing with the American 
market, and the consumers must put up with a general 
deterioration of the article from the necessity of using 
up in England the stalks which may not be sent abroad. 
The want of practical experience in the officers is said 
to be the principal cause of the bird's-eye grievance, but 
the restriction as to the stalk itself seems to be founded 
on no yery adequate reason, and it must be not only 
foolish but noxious so far as it interferes with the inte- 
rests of our commerce. 


THE ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE INAUGURAL CONGRESS 
of the International Association for the Promotion of 
Social Science, which will be held in Brussels from the 
22nd to the 25th inst., are now, we understand, nearly 
completed, and, from the number of distinguished men 
in all parts of the Continent, as well as in this country, 
who have promised their attendance and support, there 
is every reason to believe that the meeting will be of a 
highly interesting and important nature. We may 
mention, for the guidance of many who will be attracted 
to Brussels at the time of this meeting, that every in- 
formation may be obtained at the office of the National 
Association for the Promotion of Social Science, 3, 
Waterloo-place, Pali-mall. 


Oxy TuurspaAyY THE DEBTORS in the Queen's Prison 
were removed to Whitecross-street Prison; and that 
venerable institution, connected with imprisonment for 
debt, closed as a place of confinement. The order of 
removal was fast by Lord Chief Justice Cockburn, 
under the recent Act of Parliament, to “discontinue ” 
the prison, and to vest the same in the Crown for more 
beneficial purposes. There were only twenty persons 
to be removed, some of whom had confined for 
long periods—one for thirty-five and another for ais 
years. The inmates did not seem to like their remov: 
to closer quarters, and attempts to settle matters were 
made. By virtue of the Act a prison can be substi- 
tuted for itecross-street Prison; and when one is 
provided the Searches of State can order the removal 
of the prisoners, charitable gifts and bequests for 
poor debtors in the Queen’s Prison can be ied for 
the relief of discharged or other prisoners in land, 
in such manner as may be settled by a judge of the 
Court of Chancery. With the additional number there 
will not be 100 persons in Whitecross-street Prison, 
and upwards of 300 have been “ accommodated.” 


Mr. Epwin James, it appears, is winning fame and 
money in New York, He has had some cases on 
the tao of English houses, and was to appear at Free- 
hold, New Jersey, on the Ist of September, at the trial 
of Radetzki, whe murdered a wealthy German last 
year, named Fellmer. The Attorney-General of the 
State of New Jersey will appear for the prosecution ; so 
that, if Mr. James should gain this case he will no 
doubt have a monopoly of all the murder cases for 
some years to come. 


Mr. E. Jackson has been appointed civil and sessions 
judge of Nuddea ; Mr. C. H. Campbell, civil and sessions 
of Jessore; Mr. A. A. Swinton, civil and sessions 
judge of Tipperah; Mr. W. B. Buckle, civil and sessions 
judge of Backergunge; Mr. A. J. Lewis, Advocate- 
gar Bombay, e at on of oe Gover- 
nor of Bombay's Counci the purpose of making 
laws and tions; Mr, R. J. Corbet has been ap- 
pointed a member of the Legislative Council and a jus- 
tice of the peace for Ceylon; Mr. H. F, Mutukisna, 
acting deputy to the Queen's Advogate for the Northern 
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Cireuit, vice Mr. Murray; Mr. T. L. Gibson, district 
judge and additional joint Commissioner of the Court of 
Requests, Jaffna, vice Price, retired; Mr. J. B. Graves, 
district judge, Commissioner of the Court of Requests, 
and police magistrate of Kurnegalle, vice Gibson, pro- 
moted; Mr. D. E. De Saram, Commissioner of the 
Court of Requests and police magistrate of Kandy, vice 
Graves, promoted; and Mr. G. Stewart, Commissioner 
of the Court of Requests, and police magistrate of Gam- 
pola, vice De Saram, promoted. 
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CASE LAW. 

The most rigid Conservative who ever anathematized 
reform in Church and State would scarcely venture to 
maintain that our present materials for legal research 
are perfect, or that the study of law is free from many 
an awkward hitch and serious inconvenience. Apart 
from the perplexity caused by the confused state of our 
statute book, an evil which we have alluded to before, 
and shall no doubt have occasion to discuss again, there 
exists a difficulty of equal magnitude in the vast mass of 
reported cases from which the lawyer has to seek out 
such points as arise from time to time in the course of 
professional practice. We have heard that the study of 
-the Sanscrit language was held by the native pundits of 
the Indian peninsula to be a task involving the labour 
of a life-time ; that its recondite grammar was spread out 
into volumes sufficient to furnish the shelves of a mode- 
rate library; and that great was the scandal when 
English, French, and German scholars gathered the dis- 
jointed fragments together, and ruthlessly compressed 
them into the narrow limits of an octavo volume. There 
was some excuse, perhaps, for the feeling of indignation 
thus excited, for Sanscrit was an obsolete language ex- 
isting only in the traditions of the learned, and its study 
had no bearing on the practical interests of society, or 
the daily pursuits of life. This cannot be said of law; 
yet in the brightest days of our civilization we have 
allowed that science to be oppressed with the same in- 
cubus which in the case of a mere dilettante study our 
linguists have laboured successfully to remove. It is to 
the last few years that we owe that vast “ plague of re- 
ports,” which threatens to reduce legal study from a 
science to a mere mechanism, and to place the decisions 
of our courts on a level with the casuistical lucu- 
brations of medizval philosophers. Apart from the 
selections of cases contained in legal periodicals, there 
are no less than 1,100 volumes of authorised reports, of 
which only 150 existed a century ago. It were well if 
we could look upon these figures as an ultimate limit ; 
but it is only too evident that in a few years the number 
will be doubled ; as fresh cases are accumulating at the 
rate of 2,250 per annum, adding yearly to the legal 
library no less than twenty-seven or thirty volumes. 

The disastrous result of such an oppressive increase 
of reported decisions may be readily anticipated ; indeed, 
it is amply foreshadowed by the facts of our daily ex- 
perience. The time of a lawyer is far too much taken 
up with the search for particular points, sometimes of 
the most minute description. He dares not relax from 
this semi-mechanical labour, lest, when he thinks he 
has grasped a principle, it should suddenly be torn from 
his grasp by a “‘case in point” which the Court may 
deem it necessary to follow. We grieve that it should 
be said of our modern lawyer that he is always ferret- 
ing out trifles, that he founds his arguments on petty 
distinctions and casts off general principles as practical] 
useless, that he throws each train of thought off his 
mind in sheer weariness as soon as his point is elicited, 
and seldom acquires a general grasp of the subject, that 


he is rather like a local pilot who studies the headlands | - 


of one particular coast than an experienced navigator 
who knows the front and profile of every sea-board. 
But as time goes on matters will become worse and 
worse ; the courts will become more and more case- 
ridden, and the minute shades of distinction will be 
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infinitesimally subdivided ; the reports will be multiplied 
in increasing ratio by the very action of the system 
which their present inordinate bulk is introducing and 
fostering ; and the trained practitioner will at last be 
almost as much at a loss to find the point he requires as 
an embryo student who is turned loose for the first time 
to seek his coveted nugget amid the chaotic masses of 
a legal library. It is time that lawyers should lay their 
heads together to find the best means of obviating so 
inconvenient a result ; for the public opinion of England, 
though long enduring, is a formidable assailant when 
thoroughly aroused, and if reform does not originate 
with the profession itself, hostility will sooner or later 
act with chilling effect from without. 

There are many objections to codification, which 
we need not here detail at length, since they are, at any 
rate among lawyers, pretty generally recognised and 
understood. We may remark, however, that the results 
of the experiment as tried in France are by no means 
encouraging, as the mass of commentaries, decrees, 
modifications, and explanations, grafted on the Code 
Napoleon, bids fair to render it one of the most cum- 
brous systems of legislature in existence. We should 
look, too, with distrust on any attempt to paralyze the 
discretion of our really excellent judges, or any 
sweeping measure of reform which would. cast away 
for ever the accumulated wisdom of ages. There are 
no such obstacles, however, to digesting the reports 
and weeding out all useless and obsolete matter; and 
there could be little difficulty in making regulations 
with a view to curb their luxuriance for the future. It 
is the opinion of an able writer in the papers of the 
Juridical Society,* that a mixed committee of twenty 
men could accomplish the work of digesting the reports 
in less than eight years, and could give to the world in 
a hundred volumes such a compendium as every prac- 
tical lawyer endeavours to form in shadowy outline by 
his own unassisted study. The digest, when once made, 
should alone be admitted for purposes of citation, and 
it should be continued by responsible officers appointed 
to keep an authentic record of all important decisions. 

We entertain some doubt whether the digest could be 
prepared in so short a time or confined within so limited 
a compass as the writer in question anticipates. We 
cannot forget that “ White and Tudor’s Leading Cases,” 
a work which is in fact a digest of cases on certain out- 
lying points of equity, forms two volumes of a much 
larger bulk than that of ordinary reports ; and we doubt 
whether any reporters, official) or non-official, would 
record the cases with the brevity which is attained in 
the very useful work in question. We cannot, however, 
feel insensible to the imperative necessity of confining 
our legal lore within a reasonable compass. The paper 
above alluded to is perhaps a little too sanguine, but it 
is useful as advocating the only feasible method of 
escaping from a difficulty, and as offering many prac- 
tical and useful suggestions as to the means by which 
so desirable a measure of reform may be carried out. 


me 
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The Courts. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner HotroyD) 


Aug. 29.—Ezx parte Tanner.—In re Laurence, Mortimore, 
§ Schrader.—His Honour gave judgment this morning upon 
an important question affecting the individual liability of part- 
ners, and which arose under the bankruptcy of the well known 
leather factors, Messrs. Laurence, Mortimore, & Schrader. 
The case was argued some time since. ‘The facts sufficiently 
appzar in the judgment. 

Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp.—In this case I have slready 
decided that a breach of trust was committed by Laurence, one 
of the executors and trustees under the will of Frederick Tan- 
ner, by lending to his firm trust moneys which by the terms of 
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the will ought to have been invested in government or real se- 
curities, und that a proof may be made against the separate es- 
tate of Laurence. ‘The question remaining for me to determine 
isas to the separate liability of the other bankrupt (Mortimore). 
Now, if a trustee be one of a bankrupt firm to which trust 
money has been lent, proof may be made either against the joint 
estate of the firm, or against the separate estate of the bankrupt 
trustee, or of any other partner who has constituted himself a 
trustee, or taken an active part in the breach of trust, I have 
carefully considered all the evidence adduced, and it appears to 
me that the evidence to affect Mortimore is that he knew that 
the executors of F. Tanner, in their character of executors 
lent money to the firm upon an agreement that the firm 
should take it for three years at 5 per cent., but Mortimore 
never saw the will, and he knew nothing about the powers 
of the executors over the money, one way or the other. There 
were three executors—Woolmer, of Exeter, now deceased, 
C. Tanner, of Plymouth, and Laurence (the bankrupt). It 
appears that Laurence consulted Mortimore about employing 
the money at a higher rate of interest than the executors 
could otherwise get, and having Mortimore’s concurrence 
Laurence agreed to retain it for three years certain, at 5 per 
cent. I should state that the firm of Laurence & Mortimore 
had dealings with the testator (F. Tanner), who was a tanner 
at Exeter before his death, and an account was opened in their 
books, commencing July, 1841, and continued to March, 1843, 
headed “ Fred. Tanner, Exeter, Devon.” The account was 
continued after the testator’s death, with an alteration in the 
heading, by adding the words “ now executors of Fred. Tanner.” 
The first entry in this account is under date the Ist of May, 
1843. Subsequently the heading of the account was slightly 
varied, thus,—‘ Frederick Tanner, executors of,” ‘‘ The execu- 
tors of F. Tanner, Exeter,” “ Executors of Frederick Tanner, 
old account, Exeter,” and “The executors of F. Tanner, new 
account.” The testator’s business was carried on by the exe- 
cutors for some time before it was disposed of, and when the 
business was wound up and disposed of the proceeds were 
transmitted to Laurence by Woolmer or C, Tanner, the exe- 
cutor who received it, and were entered to the account of the 
executors, headed as above stated. It was in November, 
1853, that Laurence consulted Mortimore as to taking 
Money of the executors, and about the amount of interest 
they should allow, and the result was the agreement which 
I have stated, to take or retain it for three years cer- 
tain at 5 per cent., and the account with the executors was 
kept on upon those terms. In 1856 Woolmer died. Charles 
Tanner, the other executor, is still living. Copies of the ac- 
counts were at different times sent to him by Laurence or by 
his order. Some cheques connected with the account, and 
which were put in evidence, were all signed by Laurence 
under the signature “ Streatfield, Laurence, and Co.,” and were 
drawn payable as follows:—‘ Pay executors of F. Tanner, new 
account, or bearer;” “ Pay tothe order of Mrs. A. Such, account 
of executors of F. Tanner;” “ Pay to the order of Mrs. A. Such;” 
“ Pay the executors of Mr F, Tanner, B.R. and J., or bearer;” 
“ Pay to the order of Messrs. Thos. Phillips and Son(executors 
of F, Tanners account).” Mrs. Such was the widow of the 
testator, and she was entitled to the whole income during her 
widowhood, but in the event of her marrying again she was to 
receive an annuity of £200 a-year. On the marriage of Mrs. 
Such Laurence opened what is called the new account, and he 
paid Mrs. Such her annuity—that is, through the cashier. 
Mortimore says he never looked at the books and never signed 
any of the cheques relating to this matter, but still he was a 
party to taking the money from the executors in a way not 
authorized, The question, therefore, is whether Laurence and 
Mortimore, having agreed to take money on loan for three 
years certain from the executors (of whom Laurence was one) 
in their character of executors, must not be deemed to have 
taken upon themselves conjunctively to deal with a trust fand 
in a manner not prim facie according to the trust, and so each 
to have subjected himself to the liabilities of a trustee regularly 
appointed, the object and effect of the dealing being to give 
the partners a joint possession of the fund. Now every 
person dealing with an executor, knowing his character of 
executor, has necessarily implied, if not express, notice of the 
will, and a person dealing with an executor and taking money 
from him has no right to assume that the executor lends in the 
necessary course of his administration. In truth, aloan of money 
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the nature of the trusts, and of the rights of the parties inte- 
rested in the fund, than Mortimore appears to have had, still 
I think the present case comes within the principle of the cases 
by which persons taking an active part in a breach of trust are 
held liable as implied trustees, and therefore that the proof 
must be admitted against the separate estate of Mortimore as 
well as against the separate estate of Laurence. 





(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 

Aug. 30.—In re J. Golborne.—The bankrupt was a farmer 
in Sussex. This was an application for an order of discharge. 

Mr. Lawrance, for a creditor, said the bankrupt’s debts ex- 
ceeded £4,000, his assets being small, When hunted by the 
sheriff's officers the bankrupt had taken upon himself to 
“favour” a horse of the value of £50 and also a dog of some 
value, by shooting them, for no better reason than that if left to 
his creditors they might not perchance fall into the hands of 
an equally kind master. Conduct more deserving of censure 
and punishment had seldom been brought under the notice of 
the Court. 

The Commissioner,—I have no power to punish the 
bankrupt. The offence is not one punishable under the statute. 
I have no jurisdiction in the matter, 

Mr. Lawrance feared the fact was so, and that for the ordinary 
run of cases in the Court the Act of 1861 had left the Com- 
inissioners without power to inflict any punishment, 

The CommissioneR.—The bankrupt will receive his order of 
discharge. 


In re Thomas Clement Jones.—The bankrupt had been for 
many years a clerk in the employ of Messrs. Lubbock and Co., 
bankers. He now applied for an order of release from custody. 

The application was opposed. 

The bankrupt had petitioned the Insolvent Court in 1860, 
when he was ordered to set aside £20 a-year for his creditors 
out of aretiring allowance of £120 a-year received from Messrs. 
Lubbock. After January, 1862, he failed to keep up his 
quarterly payments, and now filed a petition to this Court, 
under the new Bankruptcy Act, to get rid of the obligation. 
If this Court should release the bankrupt there would soon be 
hundreds of similar applications, 

The Commiss1oneR.—lI shall release the bankrupt. 

Released accordingly. 





SHERIFFS’ COURT. 
(Before Mr. Under-Sheriff BurcHELt.) 

Aug. 28.—In a case which occupied some time, when the 
jury consulted there were eleven on one side. The Under- 
Sheriff said they must retire. Had there been six on one side 
there would have been a better chance of coming to a verdict. 
On their retirement only three jurors were in waiting, and the 
case, both sides consenting, was tried by a jury of “ three.” 


SECONDARIES’ COURT. 
Before Mr. Secondary Porrer. 


Sept. 8—Goddard v. O'Brien.—This was an action in the 
Exchequer of Pleas. The debt of £15 4s, 2d. was admitted, 
and the only dispute was about the costs. After the jury had 
given the verdict the plaintiff's attorney asked for a certificate 
of costs, which the defendant’s attorney opposed, remarking 
that the matter might have been settled in a county court. 
This allegation was denied, as the plaintiff lived in Bucks and 
the defendant in the Edgeware-road. 

The learned secondary refused to give a certificate, and left 
the two attorneys to ventilate the subject before a judge at 
chambers. 


Sept. 3.—About thirty persons were summoned as jurymen, 
the majority of whom were of the Jewish pursuasion. Several 
excuses were made on the ground of illness. It appears that 
the Jewish day of atonement or “ White Fast,” will take place 
in the present month, and strict Jews have an aversion to busi- 
ness as the day approaches, which by their law they are required 
to observe very strictly. 

One of the persons summoned begged to be excused. He 
said he did not wish to get rid of the duty, but the present time 
was a season in which he wished to be exempted from serving. 





on personal security is prim& facie inconsistent with the duty of | It was only on account of his religious scruples that he made 
| the application. 


an executor. Upon the whole, although in the cases cited by 
Mr. De Gex, of Ex. parte Poulson, De G. 79, and Ex parte 
Woodin, 3 M. D. & b. 399, the partner who was held to be 


| 


separately liable had more actual and complete knowledge of | 


Mr. Secondary Potter said theduty would be very light during 
the vacation, and he thought he had better serve. By his 
attendance on the present occasion he would be spared from 
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serving in the superior courts and at the Old Bailey for three 
years, 

The applicant was persuaded to serve, and when the first 
ease was called on more than half the jury were found to be 
Jews, and were sworn covered, in accordance with a recent 
decision of Dr. Adler, the chief rabbi of the Jewish persuasion. 


> 
<> 


Recent Decisions. 





EQUITY. 
Lanps Ciavuses Act, 8. 92—Part oF MANUFACTORY. 
Reddin v. The Metropolitan Board of Works, L. C., 10 W. R. 
764. 


The 92nd section of the Lands Clauses Act (1849) provides 
that no person shall be required to sell or convey a part only 
of any house or other building or mannfactory, if such person 
be willing and able to sell and convey the whole thereof, It 
is often extremely difficult to determine whether a field or un- 
covered area in which some process of manufacture is usually 
carried on, or which is connected in some way with a factory is 
not part thereof within the meaning of the Lands Clauses Act. 
In Sparrow v. The Oxford, Worcester, and Wolverhampton Rail- 
way Company, 2 De G. M. & G.94, land included in the same wall 
with tinplate works and used for the deposit of ashes from the 
works was held to be part of a manufactory within the 92nd sec- 
. tion of the Act cited, although the two portions of the property 
were separated by a road over which a stranger had a right of 
way. We may notice a curious point that oceurred in that 
ease. The railway company had given notice of their inten- 
tion to take part of the manufactory, and were required to take 
the whole under the above section. It was held that they 
could not escape from the necessity of doing so by changing 
their plan and passing under the part comprised in their notice 
by a tunnel, whether such a proceeding would amount to 
taking a part of the manufactory or not. But it would appear 
from that case that even such a course would amount to taking 
apart of a manufactory. In The Governors of the Hospital 
of St. Thomas v. The Charing Cross Railway Company, 9 
W. R. 411, a railway company proposed to carry their line 
over a portion of garden ground attached to an ancient hos- 
pital so as to pass within a few feet of a new wing attached to 
the main building by an external wall, the garden having 
been acquired and the wing built not more than thirty years 
previously, but all being comprised within one ambit. It was 
held by Sir William Page Wood, V.C., that the piece of land 
proposed to be taken was part of the building within sect. 92 
of the Lands Clauses Act, and could not be taken by the com- 
pany except upon the terms of taking the whole. The term 
“house” used in the section mentioned has been repeatedly held 
to include everything that would pass by a grant of a messuage 
—not only the curtilage, but also a garden attached to the 
messuage. ‘The question was suggested in the case last cited, 
whether ifa row of houses, all being separate tenements, had a 
square for the common enjoyment of their owners, would this 
square be considered part of the houses within the meaning of 
the Act. We think it should not. Acts of the compulsory 
nature of the Lands Clauses Act should not be too liberally 
construed (although the rule has been laid down that the Act 
mentioned is to be liberally construed), and the owner of pro- 
perty affected by its operation should not be compelled to part 
with more or less than may be just sufficient to satisfy its pur- 
poses. Some old cases regarding the extent of a curtilage ap- 
pear to have involved elements of intricacy, especially when 
viewed in their relation to penal statutes. But there cannot, 
we think, be much difficulty in ascertaining for civil purposes 
what is part of a house’or of its appurtenances and what is 
not. But as to what is part of a manufactory it §s often, as we 
have already observed, extremely difficult to decide. In 
Stockman v. Great Western Railway Company the company 
gave notice to S. of their intention to take his dwelling-house 
and certain cottages, all separated from a manufactory carried 
on by 8. only by a road. ‘The cottages were used as ware- 
houses, and were the only warehouses used in connection with 
the manufactory. It was held by Sir William Page Wood, 
V.C., that the cottages were part of the manufactory, and that 
the company could, consequently, be compelled to take the 
whole manufactory. It was also suggestedin that case that the 
melting-house of 5. was part of the factory. ‘The present case 
was an appeal from a decision of the same Vice-Chancellor, 
reported ante p. 726. His Honour was of opinion that a dust 
contractor who employs skill, labour, and machinery in sorting 
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and preparing the dust and rubbish collected by him, and con- 
verting the mass of raw material to various useful purposes, is a 
manufacturer, and, consequently, that the premises in which 
he carries on such business are entitled to the privilege afforded 
by the 92nd section of the Lands Clauses Act to manufactories 
—that the owner of them shall not be obliged to sell in part 
only to a railway company, if he is willing and able to sell 
the whole. His Honour very properly observed in that case 
that the Court had nothing whatever to do with the reason- 
able or unreasonable nature of the claim set up, or with the 
degree of benefit which the landowner might procure for him- 
self by enforcing the provisions of the Legislature, We alto- 
gether concur with the decision of the Vice-Chancellor, as also 
with the justness of the observation mentioned.’ He proceeded, 
however, to develope his assumed principles rather more ex- 
tensively than, we think, the reason of the thing would warrant. 
The decision of the Lord Chancellor, however, appears to us 
to be wholly untenable and inconsistent with all the authori- 
ties. His Lordship reasoned in this way. The collection of 
dust is not a manufacture. But a tot-shop is a mere incident 
to the collection of dust et accessorium sequitur principale— 
ergo, the tot-shop is not part of a manufactory. tot-shop is 
the reservoir in which dust is collected. If there was nothing 
farther in the case we should rest satisfied with his Lordship’s 
decision, But there was on the same premises a manufactor. 
of a powder made out of a portion of the articles collected in 
the tot-shop. His Lordship, considered this manufactory as 
ultra the business of a dustman, and not necessarily connec 
with it. The tot-shop his Lordship further considered not to be 
necessarily connected with the manufacture, but still to retain 
its quality of being merely an accessory to the collection of the 
dust. We respectfully submit that the question in all these 
cases is not whether A. is logically or necessarily connected 
with B., but is it in fact so connected. Could the dust con- 
tractor make powder without dust? The tot-shop out of which 
he collects the dust is, therefore, necessarily a part of the 
manufactory. That the preparation of the powder was a mere 
after-thought suggested by the propinquity of the dust is a 
consideration altogether irrelevant. Whether primary, conse- 
quential, or accessorial, the tot-shop is a part of the powder 
manufactory. And here we cannot help reversing the argu- 
ment of his Lordship, and observing that, as the collection of 
the dust is necessary to the use of the tot-shop, so would any 
building used for such collection be accessorial to the prepara- 
tion of the powder, and, consequently, part of a manufactory 
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Correspondence. 


TitHe.— APPORTIONMENT, 


A., the owner and occupier of a farm of 160 acres, sells sixty 
acres of such farm to B. The sale took place about five years 
ago, and the tithes have not been apportioned until a few weeks 
ago. The apportionment, however, is now complete, and A, 
who has continued to pay tithes upon the whole 160 acres, has 
applied to B, to refund the money so paid for him by A., but 
B. has fuiled to do so, It is therefore intended to proceed for 
the tithes so paid. . 

The Act 5 & 6 Vict, c. 54, 8.16 (latter part), says (inter 
alia) “it shall be lawful for the complainant” (A.) “to take 
the like proceedings for enforcing payment of the said amount 
of contribution and costs, and with the like réstriction as to 
the arrears recoverable as are given to the owner of the rent 
charge by the said first-mentioned Act” (6 & 7 Will. 4, ¢. 71) 
“or this Act, for enforcing payment of the rent charge.” 

The opinions of your correspondents are solicited upon the 
following queries :— 

Ist, Can A. recover from B, the full five years’ tithes so paid? 
In other words, does the Act apply only as between tithe 
owners and tithe payers, and not as between other persons? 

2nd. What proceedings can A. take against B. for the re- 
covery of the money so paid? Can he issue a writ or 4 sum- 
mons or must he distrain? In the case of a writ would he 
(A.) be entitled to his full costs as of right, or could he only 
recover the costs attendant upon seoaeetions by distress, 

Lxcror. 











Bankruptcy Act, 1861, ss. 192 To 200, 

Can any of your readers tell me if the following comer 
can be correct? Judgment was just about to be obtained 
an action which had been vexatiously defended, when a plea 
puis darrein continuance of bankruptcy was served on the 
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plaintiff's solicitors, and it appeared that an assignment for the 
benefit of creditors had been registered under the 194th sec- 
tion. The 199th section prevented the creditors getting the 
debtor adjudicated a bankrupt, and the 198th prevented the 
action proceeding. It seems pretty clear that the debt was got 
up solely to defeat the action, and the debt alleged to be Soe 
to the trustees is no doubt fictitious. If the creditor is 
“bound” by the deed within the meaning of the 197th section, 
that section obliges him to go to the Bankruptcy Court to 
determine all questions relative to the estate—but is the 
validity of the deed one of such questions, and within the 
meaning of this section? It is very easy for A. to he 
owes B., C., and D. £100 each, to make B. trustee, and obtai 
the assent of B., C., and D. as representing three-fourths in value 
of his creditors, and thereby defeat the bond fide claim of E., 
whose debt of course he says he disputes; but ought he thereby 
to be able to defeat E.’s claim, or delay him in the prosecution 
of it? How can the confederates be punished for this iniqui- 
tous proceeding? Can B., the trustee, be fixed with the costs 
of any application to the Bankruptcy Court or elsewhere? 
AN ARTICLED CLERK, 





RattwaY Company—Injurky—InsuRANCE Against Acct: 
DENT 

A subscriber will feel obliged if any of the readers of the 
Solicitors’ Journal will direct his attention to an authority 
supporting the position that a person who has received an in- 
jury — » a railway journey, caused by the company’s negli- 
gence, who h to be insured against railway and all 
other accidents, receives the guaranteed relief, has, never- 
theless, the same legal claim against the company, as if he were 
not insured. 

It is submitted that insurance is a contract of which the 
payments by the insurance company are only a satisfaction as 
against such company, and do not lessen the liability of the 
railway company. Has the point received judicial decision ? 


Sa 
Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FRANCE. 


The Civil Tribunal of the Seine recently delivered judgment 
in the case of the liquidators of the Mires Bank against the 
Baron de Pontalba. The following are the facts on which the 
Court was called to give an opinion :-— 

In the month of November, 1860, the Baron de Pontalba 
was debtor to the Mirts Bank ina sum of more than 1,500,000f. 
This debt was of several years’ standing, and was secured by 
® mortgage on the estate of Mont l’Evéque, belonging to the 
Baron de Pontalba. Under these circumstances the Baron, on 
the 4th of December, 1860, lodged a complaint with the At- 
torney-General accusing M. Mirés of fraud, in consequence of 
which criminal proceedings were commenced against M. Mirés. 
The transaction which gave rise to the late trial took place at 
that period between the Baron do Pontalba and M. Mires, and 
the Baron withdrew his complaint. By the terms of the com- 
promise M. Mirés, in his own name as well as in that of the 
Shareholders of the bank, gave a receipt in full to the Baron 
Pontalba—1st, for the amount of the mortgage debt; 2nd, for 
the balance due by the Baron to the bank on his account cur- 
rent; ait M. Mirds, moreover, handed the Baron de Pontalba 
®@ sum of 200,000f. in cash by way of remuneration for his 
services in the affair of the port of Marseilles, making alto- 
gether a sum of 1,737,16tf. 500. The affairs of the bank 
being wound up, the liquidators brought an action against the 
Baron de Pontalba to annul the transaction of December, 1860, 
and the Court has given judgment in their favour, condemning 
the Baron de Pontalba to pay to the liquidators of the Mirés 
Bank the sum of 1,737,161f. 50c. and the interest. 





NAPLES. 


The Civil Tribunal of Naples was recently engaged in hearing 
& claim brought by the descendants of King Murat and Queen 
Caroline, against the Minister of the Household of the King of 
Italy and the Director of the Sinking Fund of the Kingdom, for 
recovery of pro confiscated in 1815. Napoleon [., in the 
giving the ¢ of Naples to his brother Joseph in 1806, 
reserved to himself an annual income of one million out of 
the property of the Crown; and when, in 1808, he put his bro- 
per ere Manet in the place of Joseph, he tran to the 
former and his wife, Caroline Bonaparte, the half of that in- 








come, not as a donation, but in exchange for palaces and other 
property which the Murat family possessed in Paris and other 
parts of France, Certain estates in Italy were appropriated 
to the peoiee sf this og eg were adminis’ nae as pri- 
vate property belonging to the Roy: ge ey 

L, on recoverin the throne of Naples, <i e had Yr a 
decree of the 14th August, 1812, declared property in- 
Violable, afterwards dis of that belonging to rat 
family, adding a part to his own private domain, and 

the rest to the State. The heirs of the Murats now 
restoration of that property, which has considerably increased 
in valae, and which all became national property by the decree 
of September, 1860, They also claim t of the rent 
received on that “tomy Aer 1815. present claimants 
are foti#,—the Princess Louise Murat daughter of King Murat 
and Caroline Bonaparte, and three daughters of her sister, the 
late Princess Letizia Murat, Marehioness Pepoli, The other 
apnoea of the family, residing in Paris, do not take part 
in the suit, 
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ON THE LIABILITY OF MASTER TO SERVANT 
IN CASES OF ACCIDENT, 
(Continued from page 784.) 

Now this might be different. The law might imply from 
the contract of service a warranty from the master that the 
tackle and machinery should be sufficient for the ordinary 
work to be done, In so doing the law would do nothing 
very unprecedented. To the contract of marine insurance 
the law annexes an implied warranty that the ships shall be 
sen . So the common law has for centuries implied 
a large obligation on the part of the innkeeper to his guest, 
and on the part of the common carrier to his bailor, so far as 
property is concerned. It makes them insurers against all acci- 
dents save the “ act of God and the Queen’s enemies;”’ and as 
it appears to me, for the reason that the innk in the one 
ease, and the carrier in the other, have prac the charge 
of affairs; just as in the case of master and servant, the mas- 
ter provides the tackle, and has superintendence of the work. 
It is true that the liability of the common carrier is ly 
avoided by aspeeial contract (allowed by the may show that 
it has not been extended in its full strictness, h very 
nearly it has to the contract of eommon carriers with passen- 
gers: Hodges on Railways, p. 619. But why should it not 
be so extended? and why should not a rule of law, whieh 
has done so much for the security of property, be applied 
to insure the safety of the lives of workmen? Sueh a rule 
would enforce personal care on the of masters, and 
would not encourage carelessness on part of workmen; 
nor would it operate unfairly; for the master, who has as 
good a head for calculating as any innkeeper or common ear- 
rier, could estimate such contingent liabilities in making his 
wages, bargains, and other contracts, far better than the work- 
nian now calculates them, The master, moreover, would have 
his remedy over against the defaulting contractor, the author 
of all the mischief. It was said in Parliament the other day, 
when this matter was discussed, will you require of the 
master more than reasonable eare? lanswer. 
But will you make the master liable, except for want of 
reasonable care? Certainly, yes, I answer; he should be 
liable for the want of reasonable care on the part of the con-. 
tractor whom he ‘has employed. The only difficulty isa 
purely practical one, how to express the limits of the 
warranty in due terms. For the tribwhals having refused 
to declare a warranty to be implied by law, it must be given, 
if at all, expressly by statute, The first section of Mr 
Ayrton’s Bill, though capable of Sgroveneet, seems to me 
to define fairly enough the HNability of masters in this 
respect. 

Roxe I1I.— Whatever the negligence of the master, the work- 
man cannot recover, if by his own negligence he has contributed 
to cause the accident, 

scot negligence, its oyuay a hot sivegainar <bview, 
cases 0 i ts equity is not 9 
but it is well ratified by pi ee Hard cases continually 
oceur in which - fale is on both prise + ae on one 
side only; and the fitst suggestion uity is compen- 
sation y ht be allowed upon a con ve Bea of the 

ion of blame attributable to either party. But proctieni 
culties stand in the way of such an arrangement; far 
where A. and B. are both in fault, who can say iow much 
blame is due to A, how much to B.? The only Court in 
which any apportionment of damages prevails is the Admi- 
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ralty Court, where, by what is said to be the old maritime 
law, if both ships are to blame for a collision, the damages 
are divided; but it is needless to dwell on this. The 
common law rule has long been settled that a plaintiff con- 
tributing, by negligence on his part, to his own injury, is 
without remedy, and rests upon the ground of public policy ; 
—that a severe rule of this kind admonishes every man to be 
careful of his own safety. The rule is therefore perhaps 
beyond attack; but as between master and servant, it operates 
er unfortunately, for it induces the master to be care- 

ess, and often causes the servant to suffer for the joint default 
of himself and his master, when the master is far the more to 
blame of the two, This will be apparent when I state that 
entering or continuing upon work, with knowledge of danger 
caused by the negligence of the master, is generally considered 
as conclusively showing contributory negligence on the part 
of the workman, so as to bar his remedy. This was the 
main point decided in Priestly v. Fowler. How it operates 
in practice let the two following cases speak. 

Dynen v. Leach, 26 L. J. Ex. 221. “ The defendant was a 
sugar refiner, in Liverpool, and had employed the deceased as 
a labourer. It was part of the deceased’s duty to fill the 
sugar moulds, and hoist them up to higher floors in the 
warehouse by means of machinery. The usual mode of 
attaching the moulds to the machine was by placing them in 
a sort of net-bag, which effectually prevented any accident. 
This was the mode adopted by the defendant until, from 
motives of economy, he substituted a kind of clip, which 
_ laid hold of the rim of the mould, The deceased, on the 
occasion in question, had himself filled the mould, and 
fastened it to the clip, but, when it was raised, the clip by 
some jerk slipped off the mould, which fell on his head and 
killed him. On these facts the wife of the labourer was not 
entitled to recover.” 

Senior y. Ward, 28 L. J. Q. B. 139. “ After the passing 
of 18 & 19 Vict. c. 108, special rules were framed and ap- 
proved of for the regulation of a coal mine of which the de- 
fendant was the proprietor and manager. By one of these 
rules, for the direction of enginemen and banksmen, every 
morning before any one descended the shaft the cage by 
which they were let down was to be twice run slowly up 
and down, loaded, in order to test the sufficiency of the rope 
and tackling; this rule had been habitually neglected for 
many weeks, to the defendant’s knowledge. One night the 
rope by which the cage was suspended being before in 
good repair, was (as it was afterwards discovered) injured by 
an accidental fire in the mine. The next morning A., who 
isa miner employed by the defendant in the colliery, and 
other miners, who all knew of the rule for testing the rope, 
and of its being habitually violated, presented themselves 
at the pit to be let down to work, and there not having been 
any previous testing of the rope, &c., according to the rule, 
were told by the banksmen that they had better examine the 
rope before they went down. They, however, got imme- 
diately into the cage, and the rope breaking as they descended 
they were all killed. An action having been brought by A’s 
representative against the defendant: it was held that the 
action was not maintainable, for that the deceased’s own neg- 
ligence had materially contributed to the accident.” In this 
case a widow lost three sons. 


(To be continued.) 


7 
— 


Public Companies. 
MEETINGS. 
BIDEFORD EXTENSION RAILWAY. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th ult., a dividend at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 





BRISTOL AND EXETER RAILWAY. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
28th ult., a dividend at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 


Eastern Union RalLway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th ult., a dividend at the rate of 24 per cent. per annum on 
the A. stock, and of 1} per cent. on the B. stock, was declared 
for the past half-year. 


Furness RAILWAY. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
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30th ult., a dividend at the rate of 8 per cent, per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 
Leeps, BRADFORD, AND HALIFAX JUNCTION RaILwarY. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th ult., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 


Norro.k RatLway, 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 


29th ult., a dividend of 2} per cent. was declared for the past 


half-year, 
Nort Devon Rartway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th ult., a dividend at the rate of 16s. 8d. per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 


Soutn EasTerRN RAILwayY. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 28th 
ult., a dividend of 12s. 9d. per £30 stock, being at the rate of 
£4 5s. per cent. per annum, was declared for the past half- 
year, 

WHITEHAVEN, CLEATOR, AND EGREMONT. . 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 28th 
ult., a dividend at the rate of £10 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year, 


a oe —* 


JupicraL Sratistics.—The constabulary returns recently 
issued for the past (official) year, compiled by order of Her 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, afford the following information in regard to criminals 
and offences:—The “indictable” crimes committed are stated 
to be 50,809 in number—viz., 2,473 offences against the per- 
son, 5,062 against property with violence, 40,242 against pro- 
perty without violence, 493 malicious offences against property, 
1,762 forgery and offences against the currency, and 777 
offences which cannot be included in the foregoing classes. 
The number of persons apprehended during the year for in- 
dictable offences was 27,174, of which 8,794 were discharged 
by magistrates, and 18,380 committed or bailed for trial. Of 
the latter, 13,879 were upon trial convicted and sentenced as 
follows—viz., 50 to death, 2,450 to various terms of penal ser- 
vitude, 10,971 to imprisonment for various periods, 262 de- 
tained in reformatory schools, and 146 whipped, fined, or held 
to bail. ‘These 27,174 persons are classed as 5,759 known 
thieves, 1,597 prostitutes, 740 vagrants, &c., 6,464 suspicous 
characters, 414 habitual drunkards, 5,404 of previous good 
character, and 6,796 whose characters were not ascertained. 
The number of persons proceeded against before magistrates 
during the year, the cases being determined summarily, was 
394,717, their offences comprising assaults, cruelty to animais, 
drunkenness and disorderly conduct, petty thefts, and wilful 
damage; also offences against various Acts of Parliament, 
classed as Factory, Hackney and Stage Carriage, Mutiny, 
Mercantile, Marine, Public Health, Pawnbrokers, Police, Poor 
Laws, Revenue, Vagrant, Weights and Measures, and others. 
Of the 394,717 persons so charged 131,207 were discharged by 
the magistrates before whom the cases were brought for adju- 
dication, and 263,510 convicted, 60,452 being sentenced to 
imprisonment for various periods, 1,257 sent to reformatory 
schools, 165,974 fined, 10,747 required to find sureties, 22,459 
otherwise punished, and 2,621 sent to be dealt with by the 
army and navy authorities. The persons disposed of as above 
stated are described as 15,508 known thieves, 18,407 prosti- 
tutes, 16,756 vagrants, or having no visible means of subsistence, 
40,514 suspicious characters, 24,021 habitual drunkards (not 
otherwise described), 135,649 of good character, and 143,862 
whose previous characters were not inquired into. The num- 
ber of the criminal classes in the metropolis in proportion to 
the population appears to be less than in any of the groups of 
towns, being about 1 in 231. The seats of the textile fabrics 
stand next, of the cotton and linen manufactures next; those 
of the woollen manufactures, the commercial posts, the towns 
depending upon agricultural districts, the seats of the hardware 
manufactures, follow in the order in which they are placed, the 
pleasure towns last, the proportion of the criminal classes in 
the group so designated being estimated at 1 in 96 of the: 
population. 
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Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
EVANS—On Monday, September the Ist, at Wimbledon ,the wife of Wil- 
liam David Evans, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, r-at law, of a son, 
LEWIS — On August the 27th, at Wimbledon, the wife of Charles 
Warner Lewis, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
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WALTERS—On August the 3ist, at Ewell, Surrey, the wife of William 
Melmoth Walters, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn and Ewell, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 


BOROUGH—DUNN—On Aug. the 27th,at the Church of the Holy Taaty, 
Weston-super-Mare, by the Rev. W. Johnson, one of the masters ot 
Repton School, and the Rev. W. 5. Mellor, Rector of Colwick, Notts, 
John Borough, "Esq. , of Derby, solicitor, to Emma Louisa, eldest lest daugh- 
ter of the late Rev. John Maxwel Dunn, of Staplehill, Derb: yy shire 

GREGSON—METCALF—On August the 28th, at All Souls’, Langham- 
place, Robert Shuttleworth Gregson, of 8, Angle- -court, Throgmorton- 
street, Esq., to Alice; elder daughter of the late James Metcalf, Esq., of 
age -place, Finsbury-square, and Mrs. James Metcalf, of Bridge-road, 
St. Jolin’s-w 

HEADLAM—SOWERBY—On Augusi the 26ch, at Whycliffe Church, by 
the Rev. A. W. Headlam, Edward Headlam, Esq., of the Inner Temple, 
Fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge, fourth son of the late Ven. Arch- 
deacon Headlam, to Mary, youngest daughter of George Sowerby, Esq., 
of Wycliffe Hall, Yorkshire. 

HEATH—JONES—On August the 24th, at the parish church of St. 
Peter’s Port, Guernsey, by the Rev. Nassau Cathcart, assisted by the 
Rev. John Lakes, William Bayly Heath, Esq., B.A., Wadham College, 
Oxford, and of the Inner Temple. barrister-at-law, to Louisa, youngest 
daughter of Jno. Jones, Esq., of Guernsey. 

HOOPER—CHURCHILL—On Annet the 26th, at St. James’s, Piccadilly, 
by the Rev. Stanley Leathes, M.A., George Henry Hooper, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, barrister-at-law, eldest son of George Henry Hooper, Esq., of 
Regency-square, Brighton, and Stanmore, Middlesex, to Julia Beetham, 
only surviving daughter of R. Turner Churchill, Esq., of Brighton, and 
late of Hollyfield, Surbiton. hill, Surrey. 


DEATHS. 

DEWSNAP—On August the 28th, at Barnes, Surrey, Marianne, the wife 
of Mark Dewsnap, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law. 

HOGG—On Anau the 2th, at his residence, 33, Clifton-road, St. John’s- 
Wood, Thomas Jefferson Hogg, Esq., barrister-at-law, aged ed 70, 

INGOLDBY—On August the 27th, aged 45 years, Christopher Ingoldby, 
Esq., town clerk, of Louth, Lincolnshire. 

ROLFE—On the 16th July, at Margate, where he had gone for the benefit 
of his health, Charles Wells Rolfe, Esq., solicitor, 6, South-square, 
Gray’s- yy and 24 Doughty-street, Meckienburg-square, in the 59th 


age. 

TOWNSEND On August the 26th, at Sutterton Vicarage, Lincolnshire, 
the Rev. Joseph Nankivell Townsend, M.A., only child of the late 
‘Thomas Townsend, Esq., Chief Judge of the Tilla Court, Madras, and of 
Pulteney-street, Bath 


--— a 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Aug. 29, 1862. 

Parker, Robert Tucker, and Robert Greata, Attorneys and Solicitors, Ax- 
bridge and Wells, Somersetshire (Parker and Greata). By mutual 
consent. Aug 23. 

TuEsDAY, Sept. 2, 1862. 


Gregory, Jonas, William Gregory, & Thomas Clark, Solicitors and Attor- 
neys, 12 Clement’s-inn, Strand (Gregory, Son, & Clark). By mutual 
consent. Aug 30. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farwar, Aug. 29, 1862. 


Adams, James, Clarence-st, Staines, Middlesex, Gent. Nov 1. Geo. G. 
Adams and Charles J. G. Adams, Executors. 
—_ Nags Palmer, Great Dunmow, Essex, Widow. Oct 18. Sol 


Bam y Joseph 13 Austinfriars, London, Solicitor. Oct 15. Sol Denny, 
13 Austin 

Brown, Edward, ‘Sundridge, Kent, Gent. Oct 18. Sol Holcroft. 

Cook, John, Ynispenillweh, —— Glamorganshire, Gent. Oct 27. 
Sol Jenkin, 236 High-st, S 

Cottrell, Joseph, Irvine-st, “Liverpool, Metal Merchant. Oct 1. Sols 
Poole and Gamlen, Gray's-inn-sq 

Flint, Alexander, 16 Charlotte- ri "Fitzroy-sq, Lg Esq. Oct 25. 
Sols Ellis, Parker, & Clarke, 2 Cowper’s-ct, Cornhill 

Gaskin, Ellen, 206 Rochdale-rd, Manchester, Widow. Sept 26. Sols 
Cunliffe, Bury, & Leaf, Manchester. 

Irvine, ‘Thomas, Liverpool, Lancashire, Shipwright. Sept 30. Sols J. & H. 
Gregory, Liverpool, 

James, Joseph, St. fury Highfield, Edgbaston, Warwickshire, Gent. 
Dec 1. Sols Cowdell & Boyce, 21 Abchurch-lane, London, and James, 
Birmingham. 

Jones, David, Tewkesbury, Gloucestershire, Brewer. Oct 20. Sols Bad 
ham & Bruokes, Tewkesbury 

— William, Cardiff, Publican. Oct 10. Sol Chapman, Weston-super- 


Marshall, Emma Ann, 7 China-ter, Lambeth, Surrey, Spinster. Sept 29. 
Sols Cutler & Weall, 5 Bell- yd, Doctors’-commons. 

Pettit, Jarvis, Chelmsford, Essex, Hairdresser. Oct 18. Sol Meggy. 

Pryer, John, Preston-next-Wringham, Kent, Salesman. Nov 3, Sol 
Giraud, South House, Faversham, Kent. 

Smith, Elizabeth, Kenilworth, Warwickshire, Widow. Oct 6. Sol Pear- 
man, Coventry. 

Sperrin, John, Weston- es -Mare, Somersetshire, Gent. Oct 10. Sol 


hapman, Weston-s' + age 
Ww right, William, Ound le, Northamptonshire, Innkeeper, Sept 22. Sol 
Richardson, Oundle. 


Tuxrspay, Sept. 2, 1862. 
Briggs, John Blackshaw, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. Oct 11, Sols 
Levett & Champney, 6 Parliament-s Pall. " 
Evans, William, erly of Thomas Town, Merthyr Tydfil, but late of 





Bute Villa, near Liantrissant, Gent. Dec 10. Sols C. H. & F. James, 
Merthyr Tydfil. 

Evenden, Thomas, 2 Norland-ter, Notting-hill, Esq. Oct 20. Sol Page, 
21 Manchester-sq. 

=. William, Streetway-rd, Leacroft, Staffordshire, Farmer. Oct 

Sols Sparrow & Flewker, Wolverhampton, 

Holliaay, Thomas, Bix, Oxfordshire, Farmer. Oct 1, Sol Mercer, 

Henley-on-Thames. 
lohnson, George, Blaco-hill, Mattersey, Nottinghamshire, Farmer. Oct 
17. Sols Mee, Burnaby, & Denman, Nottingham. 

Lennon, James, formerly of Sun-row, Islington, afterwards of South-st, 
New North-rd, and late of New-st-sq, London, Cigar Maker. Oct 1, 
Sol Conway, Liverpool. 

Morgan, Edward, 5 Wilberforce-ter, Manchester, Bookseller. Oct 13. 
Sols Mason, Sturt, & Mason, 7 Gresham-st. 

Morris, Richard, Newhouse, Llanymynech, Salop, Yeoman. Nov 26. 
Sol Sabine, Oswestry 

Petty, Thomas, Mennith-hil, Menwith-with-Darley, Yorkshire, Farmer. 
Oct 10, Sol Siddall, Otley. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farway, Aug. 29, 1862. 
ae Edward Billopp, Baker-st, Middlesex. Oct 29, Jones v. Jones, 


Bortoft, Thomas, South Milford, Yorkshire, Yeoman. Nov 20. Bortoft 
v. Wadsworth, V. C. Stuart. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, Aug. 29, 1862. 
Hartley, Isaac, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Ironmonger. Ang 25. Sol 
Hodgkin, Whitehaven. 
Wilkinson, Simeon, Wolverhampton, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 27. Sols H. & J. E. Underhill, Wolverhampton. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farpay, Aug. 29, 1862. 

Bennett, John, Huddersfield, Mungo and Shoddy Dealer. Aug 2. As- 
signment. Reg Aug 27. 

Cooke, sears Liverpool, Tea and Coffee Dealer. Aug 22. Assignment. 
Keg Aug 

Coram, , be 60 oy Bristol, Boot and Shoe Maker. July 28. Con- 
veyance. Reg Aug 25 

Green, John, jun, Mealcheapen- st, Worcester, Grocer. July 28. Convey- 
ance. Reg Aug 25. 

Hart, George, Diss, Norfolk, Tailor. 
Aug 27 

Hughes, William Lioyd, Ystelyfera, Llanguike, Glamorganshire, Draper. 
Aug 4. Assignment. leg Aug 27. 

ie D say Huddersfield, Plasterer. 


Aug 14. Assignment. Reg 


Aug 12. Conveyance. Reg 


mien, Robert Wilson, & James Storey, Manc*ester, Shaw! Merchants. 
Aug |. Assignment. Reg Aug 

Lawrence, Hugh Mulleneux, Pl Daniel yy a MeNeil, Liverpool, 
Engineers. Aug 14. Assigment. Reg Aug 

Little, Francis, 9 pont Ardwick, pros bey Draper. July 31. As- 
signment. Reg Aug 

Macgregor, Roderick, et William Scott, Liverpool, Ironmongers. Aug 13. 
Assignment. Reg Aug 2 27. 

Murdock, Samuel, 42 Maria-st, Bute Town, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, 
Grocer. Aug 23. Composition. Reg Aug 26. 

ei, Edwin a Temple-st, Bristol, Draper. Aug 4. Convey- 


Reg A 
Nuttall tall, John, et Thomas Cook, Bedford, near a Lancashire, Paper 
Makers. July 30. Composition. Reg Aug 27 
Ratcliffe, Henry, New Accrington, Lancashire, Yeoman. Aug 5. Assign- 
ment. Aug 26. 
Robins, George Barrell, Talbot-yd, Gray's-inn-lane, Middlesex, Livery 
Stable Keeper. Aug 22. Composition. Reg Aug 28. 
ary James, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Baker and Smack Owner. 
Aug !. Assignment. Reg Aug 28. 
Weight, George, Su Stroud, Gloucestershire, Mealman, Aug 15. Convey- 
ance. ug 27. 
a Henry, ——— Gloucestershire, Farmer. Aug 1. 
veyance. 
Willing, William, a New Mills, Devonshire, Miller. July 30. 
Assignment. Reg Aug 
Wilson, Samuel, Dudley. avictintiinn, Draper. Augl. Composition. 
Reg Aug 28. 
a James, Manchester, Grocer. Assignment. Reg 
ug 25. 


July 28, 


TuxspayY, Sept. 2, 1862. 
Bastable, William, Ranelagh-rd, + aye Middlesex, Timber Merchant. 
Aug 29. Assignment. Reg Sept 1 

Bird, yg oy ae Norfolk, Commission Agent. Aug5. Assign- 
ment. pt | 

Burlingham, John, Great Tower-st, London, Corn Merchant. Aug 20. 
Composition. Aug 30. 

ey ‘Henry, Chesterteld, Mineral Agent. Aug9. Conveyance. Reg 


Ome William, Walthamstow, Essex, China and Glass Dealer. Aug 6, 
Assignment. Reg Sept 1. 

De i — Ferrers-st, ugar, Agent and Debt Collec- 

ge BS Assignment. Reg Aug 

ie, illiam James, & Henry Applet. Selby, Yorkshire, Flax 
Scutchers. Augi2. Assignment. 

Green, Josiah, Borough Saw Mills, Birminghaa, Bronze Manufacturer. 
Aug 4. Assignment. Reg Aug 

+ Joseph, Bowling, Beedtord, Grocer. July 31. Conveyance. 


Reg A 
a William, Braintree, Essex, Draper. Aug 8. Assignment. Reg 


Jenkina, 1 David, Newcastle Emlyn, eseentinieys Chemist and 
gist. Aug8, Conveyance. Reg Sept biting 


— — Queen-st, winieah, Tallor. Aug 20, Composition. 
Reg A 
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Morgan, Nicholas, Bond-st, Bristol, Boot aad Shoe Ma Maker, Aug 6, Re 


g Sept 

Pattinson, Calley, Blackhill, Lanchester, Durham, Buiter, Aug 5. 
tion. Reg Aug 40. 

Tipjele, George, Trimdon, Durham, Grocer, Aug2. Conveyance. Reg 


To'l, Alfred William, Devonshire-st, Islington pater, Pin Needle 
Mawefacturer. Aug 2. Astigmnent. "Bed Aug 29. , a 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Ang. 29, 1862, 


Atkinson, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Ship Broker, Pet Aug i. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sept 12 at 11. Sol Story, New 


Tyne. 

Aveaund, Charles, Kenilworth-ter, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. 
Pet Aug 27 (in forma pauperis), Nottingham, Oct 1 at 16. Sol Maples, 
Nottingham. 

Band, James, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Vietualler. Pet Ed 20. Manchester, 
Sept 12 at 12. Sols Brooks, Marshall, & Brooks, Mane! 

Bardsley, Henry, Ludworth, Derby shire, Cotton Waste Spinner, July 10, 
Manchester, Sept8atil. Sol Gardner, Manchester. 

Barker, William Thomas, 7 Thavies-inn, Holborn-hill, Commercial Agent. 
Pet Aug 26. London, Sept 16 at 11. Sol Smith, 15 Wilmington-sq. 
Barton, James Cameron, 13 Franecis-st, Woolwich, Commission Agent. 
Aug 2l. London, Sept 16 atli. Sols Aldridge & Bromiley, 46 Moor- 

gate-st. 

Beans, Benjamin, Hamworth-rd, Hounslow, Middlesex, Cattle Salesman 
on Commission. Pet Aug 25 (in forma pauperis). London, Sept 1 at 
11.30. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Birch, Benjamin, High-st, Stourbridge, Worcester, Grocer. Pet Aug 25. 
birmingham, Sept 19 at 12, Sols Southall & Nelson, Birmingham. 

Birchall, James, Long-lane, Ashton, Lancashire, Builder. Pet Aug 25. 
Liverpool, Sept 9 at 11. Sols Darlington, Wigan, and Evans, Son, & 
Sandys, Liverpool, 

Birkett, Jacob, Belvidere Hotel, South Castle-st, Liverpool, Hotel Keeper. 
Pet Aug 23. Liverpool, Sept ILat12, Sol Samuell, Liverpool. 

Carter, John, 23 Whitcombe-st, Leicester-sq, Middlesex, Plumber. Pet 
Aug 27. London, Sept IL at 1!, Sol Peverley, Coleman-st. 

Chapman, John, Gainsborough, Lincolnshire, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet 
Ang 23. Gainsborough, Sept 9at 10, Sol Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Charles, Samuel, | Delhi-st, Fratton, Portsea, Hants, Sailmeker. Pet Aug 
25. fortsmouth, Sept 20 at 12. ‘Sol Paffard, Portsea. 

Collier, Thomas, 3 Manby-park-ter, Stratiord. Pet Aug 27. Lendon, 
Sept 11 at 11.30. Sols Lewis & Son, Wilmington-sq. 

Coombe, Benjamin, 30 Mark-lane, London, General Wire Weaver. Pet 
A London, Sept 11 at 12. Sols Lawrence, Plews & Bowyer, Old 
Jewry-chambers. 

Cowling, John, Stambourn, Essex, Labourer. Pet Aug 19, Haverhill, 
Sept5at2. Sol Skipper, Halstead, Essex. 

Cutts, Abraham, 2 George’s-ter, Princes-rd, Homerton, Middlesex, Rag 
Merchant and Paper Maker. Pet Aug 27 (in forma pauperis ). Lon- 
don, Sept 16 at 12. Sols Aldridge & B . 46 M 

Davies, ores Clun, Salop, Miller. Pet Aug 26. Birmingham, Sons 15 
at i2. Sol Cheese, Kington, and Hodgson & Allen, Bi 

Dunning, _—- Parade, Exmouth, Withycombe 
Tailor. Pet Aug 26. Exeter, Sept 10 at U1. | 

Eddison, Edwin Eltham, Kent, Engaged in ry Occupations. Pet 
Ang 26. London, Sept 16 at 12, Sols Fn on f Evans, Newbon, & 
Heritage, 1 Wardrobe-pl, Doctors’-commons, 

Edwards, Joseph, 6 Southall-bidgs, Mill Bay, Plymouth, Cleck and Watch 
Maker. Pet Aug 23 (in forma pauperis). Exeter, Sept 10 at ii, Sol 
Fiead Exeter. 

Elsner, Isaac, Birmingham, General Dealer in Jewellery, Pet Aug 26. 
Hirmingham, Sept 15 at 12. Sel East, Birmingham. 

Fallows, Kobert, Adlington, Cheshire, Coal Dealer. June 9. Manchester, 
Sept & at 12. Sol Gardner, Manchester, 

Fernaby, James, Ashton-under-Lyne, sag rd Butcher. Manchester, 
Sept 8 atil, Sol Gardner, 

Flower, Thomas, Sheffield, Stove Grate Fitter, Pet Aug 25, Sheffield, 
Sept 17 at 4. "Sol Mason, York. 

Foster, ) bee sew Burton-on-Trent, Staffordshire, Boot Maker, Pet Aug 
25. rton, Sept 18 at 11. Sols Bass & Jennings, Barton. 

> Ww a Pullaton, om St Cyres, Devonshire, Gent. Pet Aug 
25. diton, Sept 22 atil. Sel Langdoa, Crediton. 

Gone Te Thomas. William, pox deeng Derby shire, © Commission Agent. Pet 
Aug 2. Derby, Sept 18 at li. Sol Leech, I 

Gough, Charles Selwyn, Longford, pata al agen nn ag 
Pet Aug 26. Gloucester, Sept 17 at 2. Sol Smaliridge, 

Hall, John, Denyer-villa, South-fields, Wandsworth, Gent. Pet i 26, 
London, Sept 16at 12. Sol Hoskins, 46 Parliament-st. 

Hall, Robert, 5 Victoria-pl, Kentish-town, Middlesex, Blind Maker. Pet 
eda (in former pauperis). London, Septii at 41. Sel Aldridge, 46 

oorgate-st 

Harder: n, John, 5 St Paul’s-ter, Brook-st, Macclesfield, eae Pet Aug 
27. Macclesfield, Sept 10 at 11. Sol Barclay, Macclestield 

Harrison, Thomas, 2 Duddeston-row, Birmingham, Assistant to an Em- 
je al Pet Aug 27. Birmingham, Sept 29 at 10. Sol Duke, bir- 

harm. 

Hawkins, Henry Jonathan, 11 Lee-ter, Trundley-lane, Deptford, Builder. 
Aug 21. eo 2 12 at 11.30. Sol ‘Aldsidge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Heath, Daniel, 41 Deansgate, Manchester, Crinoline and Stay Manufac- 
- all Pet ee 25, Manchester, Sept 30 at 9.30. Sol Stiles, Man- 
cheste. 

Hickling, Thomas, cegoetey, Sa eee Mestemap- Pet Aug 27. 

Sol Smit 





Nouteinghom m, Oct | at 10. Motingnen 
Hill, Benjamin, aechangen.ny Nerthoe rcial Traveller. 
Pet Aug 27. London, Sept Il at 11. Sol pet og 1 New-inn, Strand, 


Rotherhithe, Surrey, General Shop- 


Hinds, Joseph, 28 Commercial-st, I 
16 atil, Sols 


keeper. Pet Aug 25 (in forma pauperis). London, 
Aldridge & Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Howick, William, 15 rm sae 6, Clare-market, Middlesex, Journeyman 
Printer. Pet Aug 25 (in forma pauperis). London, Sept ri atll. Sols 
Arididge & Bromicy, 46 Moorgate-st 

Jackoon, Frederick Stanway, 2 St Peter's- ~alley, Cornhill, Shipowner. Pet 
Aug 6. London, Se; 

Jetikinson, William, Deansgate, r, baker and ~~ 7 
on ns By Manchester, owt 10 ania.’ Sole Hall & Janiony Man 
€ 


46 atl. Sols anions & Hackwood, 7 7 Walbrook. , 





eg, Foupcls Bagaton, Pontefract, Yorkshire, Chemist, Aug 19, Leeds, 

pt I) ai 

Lloyd, John Wesley, Machynlleth, Montgomeryshire, Drnggist. Pet Aug 
25, Liverpool, Sept 9 at 12. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool. 

Lucas, Charles, 3 New King-st, Deere, Oil, Colour, an:l Italian Ware- 
houseman. Pet Aug 27, London, ept 16 at 12. Sol Drew, 4 New 


Basinghall-st. 

Luff, Wilan. 33 Elizabeth- “ Eaton-sq, Middlesex, House Decorator, 
Pet Aug 25. London, Sept 8 at 1. Sol Bull, 25 Ely- pl. 

Moseley, George, Freeth-st, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Tailor. Pet Aug 
27, Westbromwich, Sept 17 at 10. Sol Shakespeare, Oldbury. 

Motler, Michael Augustine, 141 Radnor-st, Hulme, Manchester, School- 
master, Pet Aug26. Manchester, Sept 30 at $.30, Sol Richardson, 
Manchester. 

Jones, Daniel, Burslem, Staffordshire, Bookseller. Pet Aug 13. ae 
Sept 13 at 12. Sol Litchfield, Newcastie- aan tae 

Jones, Thomas Clement, 20 Stamford-rd, Fulham, Banker's Clerk. 

Aug 27 (in forma pauperis), London, Sept 16a at 12, Sols Aldridge ie 
Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Keit, Charles, Wood-st, Welthametos, Bawa Saddler. Pet Aug 27. 
London, Sept 11 at 11.30. Sol Beard, 10 Basinghall. 

Knight, Samuel Brooking, 28 od wt Bg Plymonth, Stationer. Pet Aug 
25, East Stonchouse, tllatil. Sol ge DAS rie outh. 

Knowles, Thomas, Collington, near Ley: tag rdshire, Blacksmith . 
Pet Aug 25. Birmingham, Sept 8 at 1 Sot oo Birmingham. 

Lee, Louisa, South Hamlet, Gloucestershire, Widow. Pet Aug 27, Giou- 
cester, Sept 17 at 2. Sol Smaliridge, Gloucester 
Newberry, John, Buckingham, Solicitor’s Clerk. Aag 19. Brackley, 

notte 9 at 10, sol y, Banbury. 
n, Joseph, Ki , near Preston, Lapeesbire, Seedsman. July 14, 
Manchester, Sept 8 at 12. Sol Gardner, Manchester. 

Nuttall, Henry, Radnor-st, Hulme, Manchester, Pawnbroker. Pet Aug 
18, Manchester, Sept 18 at 12. Sol Gardner, Manchester. 

Oates, Frederick John, Padsey, Yorkshire, Painter. Pet Aug 26. Brad- 
ford, Oct 8 at 10.30. Sol Hill, Bradford 

Ombler, Menry William, 72 Spring-st, Birmi am, Commission Agent, 
Pet Aug 26. Birmingham, Sept 29 at 10. Mitton, 

Orphin, Edwin, Dovercourt, Harwich, Essex, Builder. Pet Aug ‘ga. 
London, Sept 17 at 2.30. Sol Jones, Colchester. 

rar, William, Ross-rd, St Martin, Hereford, Wheelwright, Pet pi 

Hereford, Sept 18 at 3. Sol Garrold, Hereford. 

mh, Henry, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Journeyman Printer. 

Aug6 (in forma pauperis). Durham, Sept 12at 12. Sols Thompson fs 
Lisle, Durham. 

Pickles, Catherine, Thistle Hall, near Todmorden, Lancashire, Widow, 
Pet Aug 27. Manchester, Sept19 at 12. Sols Sale, Worthington, Ship 
man, & Seddon, Manchester, and Eastwood, Todmorden. 

— John Bird, King-st, North Shields, Northumberland, Coal Dealer. 

Aug 20, Newcastle-upon-' Tyne, Sept 12 at 12. Sol Hoyle, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Prosser, William, Abergavenny, Monmouthshire, Horse and Cattle Dealer. 
Aug 12. Abergavenny, Sept9at1ll, Sol Sayce, Abergavenny. 

Ridgway, John, Maltby, Yorkshire, Stonemason. Aug 19. Sheffield, 
Sept 13 at 10, 

Robertson, Robert, 5 Norris-st, Haymarket, Commission Agent. Pet Aug 
26 (in forma pauperis), London, Sept 11 atll. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moor- 


gate-st. 
Rothschild, Moss Joseph, Birmingham, Wh Jeweller and Factor. 
Pet Aug ‘03. Birmingham, Sept 19 at 12. Sol Webb, Birming 
Semley, William, Worsbrodale, near Barnsley, Yorkshire, Grocer. Pet 
Aug 23, Barnsle ry 3 AY Sol Barratt, W 
sh Robert Crawford ewport, aa. Accountant, Pet Aug 
Bristol, Sept 11 at 12. Sol Bl 


smith, George, Scawby Brook, Scawby, her Gardenet. Pet Aug 
25. Brigg, Sept 25 at 10. Sol Howlett, Kirton-in-Lindsey. 
Steel, Robert Henry, 8 Dame-st, Islington, General Commission A, 
Pet Aug 25 (in forma pauperis). Lendon, Sept 16 at 11. Sols aidndge 
& Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st, 
Stoneley, —, z Wye) em. pees, Fe Provision Dealer. 


Pet Aug 26. ‘Salford, Sept 13 at 1 hester. 
Taylor, John Charis, Belper, Derbyshire, Licensed qiosneea Viotuallen Pet Aug 
26. Derby, Sept 18 at li. Sol Walker, Belper. 


Tacky, Richard, 8 Little Crescent-st, Euston-sq, Cab Builder. Pet Aug 
‘Londo don, Sept 12 at 11.80. Sol Solomon, 22 
Viner, Charles, 58 Westbourne-pk-villas, Middlesex, Contractor. Pet Aug 


27. London, Sept 16 at 12, Sols Gibbs & Tucker, 3 Lot! . 
Walters, Alfred, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Pet Aug 19. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Sept 12 at 12. Mol Scaite, Newcastle-upon 
White, Thomas William, St John’s-grove, Richmond, Sur: , Public Ac- 


countant. Pet Aug 20. London, Sept 11 at 12. Sols Bolton, & 
Filder, 1 New-sq, Lincoln’s inn-fields’ 

W teley, William, Skipton, and Leonard Hobson, Earby, near 

yong Yorkshire, Pet Aug22. Skipton, Sept 19 at L. Sel fobimen, 


witheham, Joseph, 6 Middle-row, Holborn, Machinist. Pet Aug 25 (in 
Moorgate-st. 


forma puaperis), London, Sept 1 at 11. Sol Al 46 

Wilson, J , 36 Nichols-sq, ay General 
Pet Aug London, Sept 8 aa. Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

Wood, John, 17 Crockherbtown, Cardiff, Quartermasier in the aps Gla- 
morganshire Militia, Pet Aug 22. Garlift, opt 8 at 11. ileocks, 


Wrightson, John, } ange ny ppg Durham, Grocer. Pet Ang 26 
AS orehton Sept 12 at 1. Sols Wilson & Faber, 


and Griffith Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 
Wyatt, William, Hare and Hounds Inn, Warmington-hill, Warmington, 
Warwickshire, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 26. Banbury, Sept 15 at 12. Sol 
Kilby, Banbury- 


Yateman, Thonas, White Swan Iun, bees ty Loughborough, Lei- 
cesterstire, Licensed Victualler. Pet A Loughborough, Sept 12 
at 12, sol Wilson, Loughborough. 

Yeats, Anna Marta, 10 St George’s-ter, Hyde-park, eee ae 
Pet Aug 25. London, Sept 16 at 11. Sol Peverley, 19 Coleman-st, 

TorspaY, Sept. 2, 1862, 
- yy Charles Harrison, St ome i Pereeanes, Hants, a ron 
Southampton, Sept 16 at 12. Mackey, ¥, Southam, 
alk, oe ANS Miauliwell Lancashire. Aug 20. Bolton; Sept 29 at 10, Sof 
Gerrard, Baltpn, 


=e &=& = =— 8 aa 
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‘ansell, William, 1 Park-rd , Brighton, Laundryman. Pet Aug 28. Brigh- 
‘ise Spt 17 at 11, Sol Goodman, Brighton ee 
ag Get is a 1s bee Beer Retailer. 


sa ius 50. 12 at 12, Sols BI tn Standring, Roch- 


one John, St Market, Wo Woodhouse, Leeds. Pet Aug 28, Leeds, Sept 
gatil a) 

aah Edwin, 60 Netherfield-ra North, Everton, Lancashire, Gasfitter. 
Pet Aug 30. en 2 whe Bos at 3. Sol Goldrick, Liverpool. 

gees Beet Lee ee ufacturer. Pet Aug 29. Leeds, Sept 12 
til Simpson, Leeds, 

Bird, Charles, Worcester, Chemist and Druggist. Pet Aug 22. Birming- 

ham, Sept 26 at 12. Sols Hallen, Kidderminster, and James & Knight, 


» Palace-rd, Upper Norwood, Surrey, 
Aug 29. London, Sept 15 at 11. Sol 


Sia oe ib ab Hoe. 
Aldridge, 46 


Browning, Charlies Calvert, Park-lane, and 36 Lincoin’s-inn-fields, Mid- 
d@iesex, Gentleman. Pet Aug 29. London, Sept 15 at 12. Sols Law- 
rance, Plews, & Boyer, Old Jonep-Aiamuhere. 

Burditt, Walter oun bes Sandbach, ire, Attorney-at-Law. Pet 

13 at 10. Sol Welch, Congleton, 
Commercial. 


Richard, Bristol, Cheese Factor. Pet Aug 3. Bristol, 

15 at 12, Sol Henderson, 

, Charles " bd Stratheden- -ter, New-rd, Hammersmith, 
Chemist and Druggist. Pot Aug 29. London, Sept 16 at 2. Sols Mar- 


shall & Son, 22 Hatton- 


-garden. 
Alfred, 27 Vernon-ter, Portobello-lane, Beyswater, Mid 


Agent. Aug 18. London, Sept 15 at 11. Sol Aldridge: 
6 
Crowther, Astley ton, Claverley, Salop, Cattle Dealer. Pet Aug 25. 
Bridgnorth, Sept 16 at 11. sal Walker, Weiverhanptan, ~ 
Camberbatch, Richard, 59 Y Great Bolton, 6 Fitter. Pet 
‘Ang 29. Bolton, Oct 2 at Sg s Greenhalgh & H » Bolton. 
Cartis, John, Havelock-rd, Hastings, iuctieast, Pet Aug 30 . London 


16 at 2. Sols Keighley & Bull, 73 Basinghall-st. 
Henry, Southtown, near Great Yarmouth, 2 Butcher. Pet 
Aug 12. Ipswich, Sept 13 at 12. Sol Pollard, Ipswich 
— ol and not Fernaby as advertised in last Friday’ 's Gazette. 
Eign-st, Hereford, vad Dealer, Pet Aug 29. Here- 
ont meisat at'4. Sol Garrold, Hereft 
4 Frederick, 36 King-st, = Middlesex, Journeyman 
Pet Aug 30. London, Sept 16 at2. Sols Marshall & Sen, 12 


aie ee ‘so Sed, Norio Pet Aug 25. Nor- 


Jean, Green-st, Ni ,» Glamorganshire, Photog ‘ic Artist. 
Oe Aug 2. WeunEes th 15 at Ll. Sol Kempthorne, Nea 
none De sam 43 Fob yy Haymarket, Army and Navy ‘Anorne 
Pet Aug 29. London, Sept 15 at 11.30. Sol Pope, 

27 — 


line, William, Severn Trow Beerhouse. Tirley, Gloucestershire, Beer- 
house Keeper. Pet Aug 29. Tewkesbury, Sept 15 at 10. Sol Taynton, 


Gloucester. 
Harrison, Joshua, Little — near Bradford, Innkeeper. Aug 19. 
Bradford Oct 8 at Surg Soin meng 
Hartley, Tho ouse, Yorkshire, ry an Corn 
Miller eesti, Bene’ Sept 25 at 10. Sol m, Hali - 


Mins, Willan, 18 Barton, Bristol. Aug "Bristol, Oct 3 at 12. 


Britton. 
gi jonn t Hen and Chicken-lane, East-lane, Walworth, Rope Manufac- 
turer. Pet Aug 28 (in forma pauperis). London, Sept 15 at 11. Sul 
Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 
roft, near Leeds, Labourer, Pet Aug 19. Leeds, 


, Anthony, Seac 

eee Be ot et, Lat -Zouch, News Age ag Ash 
‘umphries, ui ews mt. Pet Aug 29. by- 

tele Zoush, Bop Sept 12 at li. Sol Chamberlain, Leiceste 

Ingall, Thomas, estfield-ter, Lower-rd, Rotherhithe, Senny, Contrac- 
ter. Pet Aug 29. London, Sept 16 atl. Sol Howell, 61 Cheapside. 

Jennings, Esther, 31 Wharf-st, Birmingham, §: fatter. Pet Aug 22. War- 
wick, Sept 29 at 10. Sols James & Knight, ham. 

a, John, Watchfield, Burnham, Semeur, nnkeeper. Pet Aug 

Bristol, Sept 12 at 11. Sol Henderson, Bristol. 

hn John Smith, Brompton, Yorkshire, Butcher. Pet Aug 29. Nor- 
thallerton, Sept 15 at 11. Sol Holt, Northallerton. 

Ladford, Charles, 285 Great Lister-st, Aston, Warwickshire, Clothes 
Dealer, Pet Aug22. Warwick, Sept 29 at 10. Sols James & Knight, 


McDengal, enald, Everton, Liverpool, Undertaker. Pet Aug 28, Liver- 
pool, I7 at 3. Sol Fag meer Liverpool. 
Francis Charles, 68 


Marsh, Crockherbtown, Cardiff, Accountant. Pet Aug 
28. Cardiff, 22 at Ll. Sol Wilcocks, Cardiff. 

Matthews, Tanac, Church-st, Brighton, Grocer. Pet Aug 28. Brighton, 
Sept 17 at 11. Sol A hton. 


15 at 11.30. Sol Hill, Bucklersb 
Stratheden-villas, New-rd, Hammersmith, Com missi 


ion 
ner Pet Aug 21 (in forma pauperis). London, Sept 16 at 1. Sols 
& Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 
0 Lansdown-crescen: 


estershire, 
vern, Sept 15 at 


nal Soa Pet Aug 27. Upton-upon-Se 
Wilson, Worcester. 
Raine, James, Ruston, Yorkshire, * a8 Pet Aug 19 (in forma pau- 
peris). Scarborough, Sept 16 at 1 


elena Henry, U Mitcham, = li Builder, Pet Aug28, London, 
a Td. at i. Hy Chart 19 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
25 Charles-st, M Jemee>, Bristol, Builder. Pet 
Aug 29. wee ypt 12 at 11. tg ad Benson, Bristol. 


ae 27, Fe nner igre ep ini. 


» Han 
lants, Draper. 





Suckling, John, 5 Upper John-st, Commercial-rd, Middlesex, Wheelwright. 
Pet one LS ee London, "Sept 15 at 11,30. Soi Al- 
dridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 


Summers, Robert, Bridlington, Yorkshire, of Turkish Bath. 
— Dehdlinghon Sept $1 ab 10. Sol Pettingell, Kingston-upon- 


Themes, ‘William, Sowerby-bridge, near Halifax, Watchman. Aug 19. 
Halifax, Sept 25 at 10. Sol Haigh, Huddersfield. 

Tilling, Thomas, 66 College-st, Bristol, Beer Retailer. Pet Aug26. Bris- 
tol, Oct 3 at 12, Sols Clifton & Benson. 

Tomlinson, John, 3 St Thomas’s-gardens, Queen’s-rd, Haversteck-hill, 
Middlesex, Teacher of Music. Pet’ Aug 30. London, Sept 16 at 2. 
Sol Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely-place, Holborn. 

Tooby, Albert, Ledbury, Herefordshire, Grocer. ™” Aug 13. Birming- 
_ eae 15 at 12. Sols Henderson, Bristol, and James & Knight, Bir- 
mingham 

Weller, William, 14 London-st, London, Wine and Spirit Merchant. po 
Aug 27. a, AE 16 fey I. Sol Rogers, 70 Fenthurch- ee tee 

Wetenhall, John, ~ gr ng eis rin dp 
Pet Aug 27 (in formapanpec). 1 at il, oT liste. 

oorgute-st. 

Wilkinson, Samuel, Rastrick, Yorkshire, Farmer. Pet, % 
at10. Sol Brierley, Halifax. nes, OF 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 

Famar, Aug. 29, 1862. 

Smith, James, Liverpool, Biscuit Baker. Aug 25. 








BONUS DIVISION. 
GLOBE INSURANCE 
CORNHILL AND CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 
ESTABLISHED 1808. 


SHEFFIELD ENT Bag * 
Wits DENT, 


Groror Carr GL UP Tren Treasurer. 

Ini insurers will secure > the advantages of ip fhe 
APPROACHING BONUS DIVISION at the close of 1863, on va 
Sea Lie Sena hy sing their Proposals BEFORE the end of 
current year, 1862. 

All Classes of Fire, Life, and Annuity Business transacted. 

During the last Ten Years the Free mance Dury paid by the Groans 


has increased from £35,754 to £47,856. 
WILLIAM NEWMARCH, F.R.S., Secretary. 





WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE. 
Valuable Freehold Estates and Collieries near Leeds. 


O BE of Ceaser} en conn cnet aie epee 
Court of Chancery made in certain causes entitled 
“ Brandling v. Plummer,” “ Brandling vy. Plummer,” “ 
Liddell,” and “ Brandling v. Plummer,” with the approbation of the 
Chancellor, Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, the J 
said causes are attached, to rs CHARLES BR 
Fy npr for that purpose, at the SCARBOROUGH HOTEL at LEEDS, 
in the of York, on TUESDAY the SEVENTH 
1862; nN teen Lots, val of 
the Manor of Middleton, with the dwelling-houses and the 
and pleasure-grounds attached, known as Middleton Lodge, 
dleton Hall, and Middleton Grange, together with various iaclosures 
of land, woodlands, and tations, antes te therewith ; 94 a 
house, garden, Mrit Kiln, and Cottage, let to Mr. James Dobson, & 
— several closes of land, smith 's shop and be orb the occupation 
Bennett, and the several compact and well arranged farms 
in the tovadhty of Midiionss, known by the names of ee ae 
Lockwood Farm, the Sprutts Farm, Middleton Coll Farm, 
Farm, Copley Farm, Windy Hill Farm, Windmill Farm, 
Farm, and East Grange Farm, and also various closes of arable, 
and pone land in the township of Middleton, in the coompatics 
ealinnes and gardens in 4 
plots of ground in a ee ee ‘anak sites, 


ii 


hi 


i 
a 


+t 
i 


the 
whole containing upwards of 1,200 acres of land, an the great tithes 
of other land in the township of Middleton which eg bn commuted to 


SS umongst the owners 
such lands. 

And the well known collieries called Middleton Collieries, within 
three miles of the town of Leeds, and near the Leeds and Bradford Rail- 
way, with the valuable and efficient working steck and 
thereto belonging. 


a 


Aine Ge edveneen Senaiien, right of presentation of and to the 
vicarage and parish church of” Rothwell, near Leeds the hes of which 
are commuted at upwards of £900 per 

also sven eighth undivided shares of the Manor of Haslet, with 
ail the rights and thereunto 

@ estates may be viewed on application to the said tenants, and 
rinted particulars and conditions of sale, with annexed, may be 

(gratis) in London of Messrs, CLAYTON, , & WALN- 
WRIGHT, Solicitors, 6, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn; Messrs. & 


6, 

Co,, Solicitors, 52, Lincoin’s-inn-fields; Messrs. SHUM 'M & CROSSMAN, 
licitors, 3, King’s-road, Bedford-row ; aoe. BLAKE, oes 
TER, Solicitors, 9, Lincoln ‘s-inn-fields ; a Perenatns 

T inn- 

Mr. W.ILLIAM DUNN, Solicitor ; tbe g eu CLAYTO 

Messrs ; R. P. & H. PHILIPSON, Solicitors; of Mr. TANNER, Solicitor, 

Bristol, of Messrs. NEWSAM & SON, Land 

CHAR, ES BROUGH, Auctioneer, Se gee > 
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IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 


LIFE ASSURANCE POLICY usually contains 

important Conditions and Limitations, the infringement of which 
either invalidates the assurance or subjects the Policy-holder to the de- 
mand of additional payments in order to keep it in force. These condi- 
tions are not mere matters of form, but are daily acted on by respectable 
offices under circumstances, the result of mere inadvertence on the part 
of the Policy-holder, or over which he had no control whatever. Such 
an assurance affords but a partial protection in any case, and is especially 
unsatisfactory as a security for money. This constant and excessive 
liability to forfeiture so much detracts from the value of ordinary Life 
Policies, that the directors of the 

LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND. 
(Founded, 1838.) 

have been induced to form a new scheme of Unconditional Assurance on 
Life which obviates the objections hitherto urged against Life Assurance. 
Under the new scheme the power of cancelling the policy is virtually 
taken from the company and transferred to the Policy-holder, The fol- 
lowing are some of the principal arrangements :— 

NO RESTRICTION imposed as to occupation or residence. 

NO EXTRA PREMIUMS ean be payable. 

OMISSION to pay a premium by oversight does not affect the assur- 
ance, and, after a time, payment may be intentionally postponed for a 
year. 

THE ASSURANCE is virtually non-forfeitable and unquestionable. 

During year ending 5th April, 1862, 1307 new policies were isued for 
£562,636. The Annual Income of the Association is £193,012. 

A Medical Officer in attendance daily at 12.45 o’clock. 

THOS, FRASER, Res. Secretary. 

London, 20, King William-street, E.C. 





OXFORDSHIRE, 
Valuable Freehold Landed Estate, offering to trustees and capitalists a 
first-class investment. 
ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MARLBOROUGH ARMS, Witney, on 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 16, at FIVE for SIX o'clock p.m., in Two Lots, 
an important and valuable FREEHOLD and tithe-free ESTATE, situate 
in the parish of Burford, in the county of Oxford, 54 miles from ‘Shipton 
Station on the West Midland Railway, seven miles from the market 
town and railway station at Witney, seven miles from Lechlade, nine 
miles from Northleech, and 10 from the market towns of Faringdon 
and Stow-on-the-Wold ; comprising the compact upland farm, known as 
Signett, containing 257 acres of highly fertile arable and pasture 
land, in a good sporting country, divided into convenient enclosures, 
with a commodious stone-built farm-house, capital straw-yard, with 
cattle-sheds, large barn, stabling for 16 horses and other appropriate 
out-buildings, labourers cottages, &c.; also the well-known water corn- 
mil] called Burford Lower Mill, driving four pair of stones, with excellent 
dwelling-house, out-buildings, gardens, and 17 acres of rich meadow 
land, situate in the town of Burford, on the river Windrush, adjoining 
the Witney turnpike-road, and being in a prolific corn-growing district, 
with a never-failing supply of water, will always command a good tenant 
ata full rent. Both properties are now occupied by highly respectable 
tenants, and held on lease—Signett for a term which will expire at 
Michaelmas, 1870, and the mill premises at Michaelmas, 1865, producing 
the gross rental of £642 per annum. 

The property may be viewed by permission of the tenants, and par- 
ticulars, with plan and conditions of sale, obtained of Messrs. SEWELL, 
SEWELL, & EDWARDS, Solicitors, Gresham-house, Old Broad-street, 
London; at the Mart; at the inns at Witney, Faringdon, Lechlade, 
Northleech, Stow-on-the-Wold, and Burford ; at the principal hotels in 
Oxford; and at Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD'S office, 41, Cole- 
man-street, Bank, E.C. 





PADDINGTON. 


Very valuable and well secured freehold ground rents, amounting to £280 
per annum, with reversions in 36 and 69 years respectively to the capital 
property from which they arise, presenting to capitalists, trustees, and 
others, a first-class opportunity, of acquiring an investment of the only 
character which, beyond question, increases in value every year, and 
which cannot be depreciated by any fluctuations or vicissitudes what- 
ever.’ 

ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, opposite the Bank of England, 
on TUESDAY, the 30th of SEPTEMBER, at TWELVE, a valuable FREE- 

HOLD ESTATE, advantageously situate in the most commanding trading 

position on the west side of the Edgware-road, and extending through on 

to Paddington-green, comprising two handsome blocks of eight substan- 

tial houses, with spacious and cemmanding shops. Nos. |, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 

and 8, Newcastle-place, Edgware-road ; ten capital houses and shops, 

with stabling and premises, Nos. 10 to 18, St. Alban’s-place, and No. 129, 

St. Alban’s-place, adjoining ; the whole of Newcastle-yard in the rear, 

with the extensive stabling occupied by the London General Omnibus 

Company; workshops, warehouses, spacious coach factory, and yards; 

three excellent private houses with forecourts and yards, Nos. 8, 9, and 

10, Paddington-green, first-rate stabling and coach-honses in the rear, 

with covered approaches from Paddington-green, occupied by Mr. Deeks, 

the well-known horse dealer, the whole producing a rack rental approxi- 
mating upon £3,000 per annum. The premises in Newcastle-place, New- 
castie-yard, and Paddington-green, are let on lease for a term of which 

66 years are unexpired, at a ground rent of £180 per annum ; the pre- 

mises in St. Alban’s-place for a term of which 36 years are unexpired, at 

a ground-rent of £100 per annum. To these amounts respectively the 

purchasers will be entitled during the continuance of the leases, and to 

the above rack rental on their termination, 

May be viewed and particulars had at the Wheatsheaf, Ed, 
the Royal Oak, ee seme the Auction Mart; of I. ee MALING 
WESTALL, tor, 5, Lye Strand ; and at Messrs. EDWIN 
FOX & BOU; ieLD's office, 41 , Coleman-street, city. 





IN SURREY. 
Suetety valuable and important Freehold Estate, com: that 
beautifully ow and a i. td teres in extent, on 
either side of the railway between Redhi ¥ 
SSRS. EDWIN FOX oh BOUSFIELD 

‘ favoured with instractions to submit to public COMPETITIO . 

at the MART, on THURSDAY, OCTOBER 9, at TWELVE in Two or 
more Lots, a singularly attractive FREEHOLD LANDED ESTATE, the © 


it of which will ensure to its fortunate 

mine of almost inexhaustible wealth, comprehending the Hlightrees an 
Doods Farms, in the parish of Re Reigate, in the county of Surrey, c 
ing 304a. 2r. 38p. of arable, pasture, and wood land, lying entirely 
a ring fence, with an excellent family residence and grounds, con 
tories, and outbuildings, three farm-houses aud homesteads, model 
tages, &c. The property occupies unquestionably the best position in 
of the most deservedly popular and highly favoured locales in the ki 
dom ; it lies midway between the Great Junction Station at Redhill 
the rising town of Keigate, the stations at each place being within ong 
mile from various points of the land; extending fom Wray-common on 
the north to the finely-wooded slopes overhanging the Earlswood valle; 
the south, and from Redhill-comimon on the east to St. Mary’s C 
(standing almost within the precincts of the estate) on the west. 
intersected by the Reading and Reigate Railway, bounded es a co 
able distance by the turnpike-road from London to Reigate, with 
important roads abuting upon it at other parts, and the high road fix 
Brighton (through Redhill) to Reigate running throngh the centre. Th 
surface of the land presents undulations of peculiar beauty : bold. 
lofty eminences descend by easy gradients to warm sequestered 
From some of the elevations the beauteous diversity of the scene ¢ 
be su ; the most perfect panoramic views are from thence o 
able—on the one side the grand outline of the chalk cliffs, their 
clothed with luxuriant verdure, rise to an almost majestic height ; on 
other, the eye wanders over a vast expanse of captivating lan 
with many objects of interest in the foreground. The stately timber a 
the land, the thriving ornamental plantations een throug! 
while possessing a value of their own, tend materially to enhance 
picturesque character of the scene. The variety and beauty of the 
afforded for mansions and villas, the extent of frontage to tu: 
other main roads, and the facilities of acquiring many miles of additions 
frontage by the construction of other roadways (indicated. by existj 
footpaths), which would obviously all be important leading thorough 
renders this estate invaluable, from the opportunities thus afforded 
itself for the prosecution of a building enterprise of magnitude, the sy 
cess of which is unquestionable, the neighbourhood possessing a p ’ 
irresistible combination of advantages and attractions—a soil d 
healthy, a fine pure air, mild, yet bracing, water in abundance, a climal 
suited to almost any constitution, unequalled facilities of railway com} 
nication, 64 trains stopping daily at Redhill, direct access being o 
from thence to all parts of London in little more than half-an-hor s 
the seaports and marine places of resort on the south coast, to all 

principal towns and cities in the north, east, and west parts of Eng! 
together with the various continental routes. The estate is rich in ¢ 
renowned Riegate silver sand, so justly appreciated in horticulture ay 
many manufactures; at the works now open is a siding on to the rail 
thereby rendering its transit to any part easily and inexpensively ace 
plished. A royalty of Is. per ton only is now _—— for this, the og 
of conveyance to London is 2s. 6d., and the selling price when there if 
per ton. The property is at present leased at merely agricultural rentgl 
for terms shortly expiring. The land may be viewed at any “7 
houses by permission of the occupants. 

“Illus.rated particulars, with conditions of sale and plans, are pre 

and will shortly be ready for distribution, when they may be obt: 
8S. T. MALING WESTALL, Esq., nepoear E 5, New-inn, Strand ; 
Auction Mart; at the Station Hotel and W: arwick Arms, Redhill; 
White Hart, Reigate; the White Horse, Dor! ; the Ship, Readi 
the Angel, Guildford ; and at the offices of Messrs. EDWIN FOX &E 
FIELD, No. 41, Coleman-street, Bank, E.C, 


bane “LONDON GAZETTE,” and LOND ON 
and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, : 
No. 5, CHANCERY-LA 

HENRY GREEN (for many years with the late George Reynell) 
to remind the Legal Profession that al] advertisements entrusted 
care will meet with that careful and prompt attention which an 
perience of upwards of eighteen years in theinsertion of pro forma 
other legal notices, &c., convinces him is so essential. 


Agent. for the UNrrep STATES OF America, CanaDA, JaMatca, &., 6, 
B. One copy only of advertisement req 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WAKE 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, ‘consistent with good qu 
Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards ; 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s, 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s, 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Eas 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché 25s. the set. pots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Utem 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and iss. per dozen. White Bone Cnive 8 
ond Poa, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every paterson in pla 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage 


per rail. 
RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 














Ae SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOX! 
ce. will why pobeard the best-made article lower than any other house. 
RICHARD and JOH 


rack ae 8 or sent free. 
SLAC tran pete Som —S 
nearly 50 years, Orders there alee 











